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ALBANIA 


Goals, Membership of Social Democratic Party 
91P20333A Tirana REPUBLIKA in Albanian 14 Apr 91 
pp |, 4 


[Interview with representatives of the Social Democratic 
Party of Albania by Guri Dhimo; place and date not 
given: “The Possibility of the Approval of the Social 
Democratic Party of Albania’’] 


[Text] We have learned from the Ministry of Justice that 
a request for the approval of the “Social Democratic 
Party of Albania” was filed on 23 March. In order to find 
out some details about this party, which is awaiting 
approval, we spoke with some of the members of its 
initiating group. 


Our question was: “What does this party represent? 
Won't it be a faction of the Workers Party?” 


This was their answer: 


{Social Democratic Party representative] The social 
democratic movement is recognized and has stated its 
ideological and political principles. At present, it is one 
of the best alternatives that people have had for a long 
time. Look at the alternative of communism which 
lasted until our days and, for all practical purposes, 
failed. But social democracy, which was embraced in the 
West, prevailed, and the results of its achievements are 
seen everywhere in Europe, which today has a marked 
social-democratic coloring. This opinion is being 
embraced more and m )dre in Albania and is being 
generalized in the slogan, ‘“‘Let us make Albania like all 
of Europe.” 


[Dhimo] So, you will not be a faction of the Workers 
Party? 


{Social Democratic Party representative] We will be an 
Opposition party to the Albanian Workers Party. We 
must tell you that coalitions between communism and 
socialism have not only been shortlived but have also 
failed. Therefore, any party which is not in power is in 
opposition. 


{[Dhimo] Who will be the members of this party? 


{Social Democratic Party representative] Mainly non- 
aligned people and members of the intelligentsia, the 
youth, and the broad masses who will examine the 
prospects for the development of Albania in the frame- 
work of our program and ideas. 


[Dhimo] We have heard that some deputies who have 
been elected as representatives of the Albanian Workers 
Party will join this new party. 


[Social Democratic Party representative] The deputy is a 
free citizen and can espouse the ideas of every party, 
while the party which has nominated him has the right to 
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recall him. But unti! the party has been approved and 
announced we cannot say that we have this or that 
deputy. 


{Dhimo] And what are your aims? 


{Social Democratic Party representative] Our aim will be 
that our Assembly assume, as quickly as possible, polit- 
ical colorings in accordance with the new groupings of 
parties in our country. Therefore, it is unders*ood that 
each party cannot demonstrate all its tactics, but we tell 
you that we will try to take over our country. Because, in 
light of the two extremes of our new Parliament, there 
will certainly be groupings and trends. The way in which 
this regrouping will be resolved is another question. But 
it is important for us to create, and then we must rely on 
the people. We can tell you, without mentioning any 
names, since the time has not yet come for this, that 
about 15 to 20 percent of the members of the initiating 
commission of the party are renowned intellectuals in 
various sectors, therefore, people who have a voice. 


BULGARIA 


Election Strategy for SDS Proposed 
91BA0S579A Sofia VEK 21 in Bulgarian 10 Apr 91 p 4 


[Article by Rumen Damyanov: “A Preelection Idea’’] 


[Text] Of late, there have been great debates in opposi- 
tion circles on the date of the parliamentary elections. 
This problem is important and justifiably draws the 
attention of the entire Bulgarian public. It seems to me, 
however, that another basic problem is being ignored: 
What should be the strategy of the opposition for the 
forthcoming parliamentary elections? It is logical to 
expect that a broad debate will develop on this problem 
in the opposition’s information media. 


I hope that the opposition will insist on adopting a 
proportional system in the parliamentary elections. For 
that reason, I shall dare to suggest a seemingly paradox- 
ical idea. I caution in advance that it is not for people 
with a weak constitution. And so... 


In a proportional balloting system, the opposition should 
participate with several different tickets within the 
framework of a single opposition bloc. 


How to define the parties and blocs that will participate 
in the elections with separate tickets? They should be 
sufficiently authoritative in the eyes of the voters and 
have an electorate that would ensure them at least 6-7 
percent of the seats in the new parliament. On the basis 
of the latest sociological surveys and the actual deploy- 
ment of forces within the opposition, the following 
variant seems most desirable to me: 


1. DPS—Movement for Rights and Freedoms. 
2. BZNS—Bulgarian National Agrarian Union. 
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3. BZNS-NP [Nikola Petkov Bulgarian National 
Agrarian Union]—unless the two agrarian parties merge. 


4. BSDP—Bulgarian Social Democratic Party. 


5. The Green Party and Ekoglasnost—within the Green 
bloc. 


6. All other right-of-center parties and movements 
within the SDS [Union of Democratic Forces]—within 
the framework of a right-wing bloc. 


Naturally, this is a suggested breakdown. If this idea is 
accepted, the leaders of the United Opposition bloc will 
determine what is the most suitable deployment for the 
specific time. 


What would be the advantages of this idea? Let me try to 
substantiate them, with a view to the behavior of poten- 
tial voters: 


1. BSP [Bulgarian Socialist Party]-oriented electorate. 
According to the latest sociological surveys, for the past 
few months it has remained steady, roughly at the 
25-percent level. We should not underestimate the capa- 
bilities of the BSP propaganda machine. The most 
elementary way for the BSP to enhance its value is to 
polarize society into two irreconcilable camps, or, to put 
it bluntly: ““We may be sinful, but the SDS is even more 
sinful, and, if it comes to power, it will kill us!’ This 
propaganda trick would not be successful if the opposi- 
tion were to participate with different electoral tickets 
because it is clear that the BSP cannot attack the posi- 
tions of all of its opponents—only those of their indi- 
vidual representatives. 


At the opening of the 38th BSDP Congress, Dr. Petur 
Dertliev said: **We are against communism as the bearer 
of dictatorship. We are against the nomenklatura and the 
practice of plundering. But are we against the common 
man who was or remains a communist? What is there in 
common between a seamstress working for Vitosha and 
a petrochemical worker from Burgas, on the one hand, 
and the plundered billions, on the other? All they do 1s 
pay their membership dues and raise their hands.... We 
call upon you to implement your social dreams and your 
idea of social justice, democracy, and human relations 
with us, with the SDS, and with the BSDP.” 


This concept is controversial, and it is no accident that 
some people in the hall stirred restlessly in discontent. 
However, the surveys indicate that this is an objective 
reality. 


2. An electorate that voted for the BZNS and the DPS in 
the last elections. On the surface, no problems exist. 
According to public opinion surveys, their supporters 


remain firmly within the range of the electoral results of 


1990. But let us consider the variant according to which 
the opposition would come out with a single ticket. 
Would all of its previous supporters vote unanimously 
for the opposition? I doubt this profoundly. We know 
that, within the official BZNS, the totalitarian structures 
have still not been entirely dismantled, particularly on 
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the lower levels. Some of its voters voted with the 
orange-colored ballot by habit (with practically no 
knowledge of the new program); others voted for tactical 
considerations. Let us recall that, in the second round of 
the elections, on 17 June 1990, some of them preferred 
the red ballot! 


On the other hand, it is obvious that the DPS is a 
movement built almost entirely on an ethnic basis. It is 
precisely for such considerations that its electorate sup- 
ported it! If we depersonalize it within the framework of 
a single ticket, it is quite likely that some of its electorate 
will not support it. But will all Bulgarians vote for some 
representatives of ethnic minorities? The memory of our 
failure in the Krasna Polyana municipality in Sofia is 
still fresh! 


3. An electorate uncertain as to its choice. Many of the 
voters think roughly as follows: The BSP is a totalitarian 
organization, but the SDS 1s its mirror image. That 1s 
why there is no difference between them. There are those 
who believe that extreme elements prevail in the SDS. 
Others ask: What is this new Fatherland Front, involving 
the participation of the BSDP and the BZNS-NP? 
Others, again, like the program of a given party and 
would like to vote exclusively for it, and, because there 
are no choices, some of those people either would not 
vote or would vote for some small party, and their vote 
would be lost. To win the elections, 1t would be decisive 
to attract precisely voters like these and give them this 
opportunity! Depending on their views, let some vote for 
the agrarians and others for the Greens. What do we lose 
from this? 


Properly implemented, the idea of several tickets will 
have another advantage, as well. We know that in the 
previous elections the opposition neglected going to the 
small towns and the villages and did not explain its 
electoral platform. It was no accident that the BSP 
claimed that it won the elections precisely in the coun- 
tryside! I hope that this error has been taken into account 
and that, in the present electoral campaign, visits: paid by 
opposition candidates to the “red fortresses” will 
become more frequent. If the idea of different tickets is 
adopted, such visits will become daily occurrences! A 
candidate would go and would not be liked; another 
would come and the platform of his party would not be 
approved; a third would come and, perhaps, he might be 
liked! 


Speaking of electoral platforms, | remember the fol- 
lowing: The BSP drew up a short electoral platform filled 
with vague promises and populist statements that were 
welcomed by those uncertain of their choice. The pro- 
found and specific platform of the SDS was excessively 
long and cumbersome for it to be adopted by the voters. 
On the other hand, the consensus that was reached 
among all political forces within the SDS required the 
adoption of compromises and conflicting statements on 
basic principles in the draft program. | believe that, from 
a practical point of view, it would be better for indi- 
vidual parties and blocs within the unified opposition to 
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compete in the elections with short and clear platforms, 
rather than have, once again, a cumbersome and con- 
flicting platform. 


4. At the BSDP congress, a delegate supporting the “firm 
unity” line within the SDS, said: ““Many people voted for 
the SDS because they were against the communists. They 
make no difference between social democrats and radical 
democrats. If we come out with different tickets, even 
within a unified opposition, we would only confuse 
them!” 

Well, let us make use of this “sensible’’ concept as a 
transition to the next electorate—that of the SDS. How- 
ever paradoxical this may appear, the idea of different 
tickets will encounter its firmest opposition precisely 
among its supporters. 


I anticipate another objection: “If we go to the elections 
with different tickets, in practice, the SDS breaks down. 
This will be a real shock for our strong supporters. This 
will be followed by chaos and a drain on the SDS, and 
the BSP will win the elections!” 

This does seem convincing, does it not? But the emo- 
tional rejection of a given idea cannot be positive. On the 
matter of winning the elections, let us look, above all, at 
the practical side—how to win more votes. And what is 
the safest way to accomplish this? It is precisely at this 
point that the role of the leaders of the united opposition 
must be displayed. I do not accidentally emphasize the 
term “united opposition”! If the SDS breaks down, | fear 
that its leaders will begin to level reciprocal charges 
about who was to blame for the breakdown (I am 
referring to the breakdown of the SDS prior to setting the 
date of the parliamentary election). This will be followed 
by arguments about the programs of individual parties. 
The situation will become tense and... At a given 
moment, we may forget what it is that we are struggling 
for, and against whom! Conversely, if the views on this 
question have been coordinated in advance, the danger 
would be minimal. The tone of voice among the indi- 
vidual parties and movements within the unified oppo- 
sition would be one of tolerance, and everyone would be 
calmly able to present his arguments. Let the arrows be 
saved for use against the BSP! 


Yes, a shock will definitely occur.... But let us assume 
that election day has come. Can we imagine that a person 
who, in the previous elections, chose the blue ballot 
would now chose the red one? This would be absurd! 
Would this person vote, to begin with? Yes, if he truly 
hates bolshevism. But what if he becomes confused and 
does not know how to vote for the opposition? Nonethe- 
less, to have some kind of guideliue, I suggest that each 
party or bloc within the united opposition have blue 
ballots (as a preservation of the SDS symbol!), adding a 
horizontal colored line (orange for the BZNS, green for 
the Green bloc, and so forth). 


I have no worry about the moderate SDS electorate. Its 
members will easily determine for whom to vote. But 
what about the radicals, those who do not miss even a 
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Single meeting, and, until election day, will probably be 
rejecting the idea of different tickets? It would be logical 
for most of them to vote for the radical right-wing bloc 
that would best protect their interests. 


Here, precisely, lies the secret. We must also think of the 
future. I accept the view of Dr. Dertliev that, with a 
normal parliamentary democracy, the left half of the 
political spectrum should not be a vacuum and that its 
place would be filled by the BSDP. What about the nght 
one? Shall we assume that it will be filled by personalities 
such as Valentin Mollov and Zhorzh Ganchev, or by 
phantom parties? No, this vacuum must be filled by the 
right-of-center parties within the SDS! Voting on the 
basis of individual tickets would be their historical 
opportunity! This is because, in all likelihood, they will 
also attract the votes of some radical supporters of the 
other opposition parties. They would thus win sufficient 
seats in parliament to defend their radical program, and 
they will be much more numerous than the other variant. 


Why? Let us assume that the SDS and the other parties 
decide to go to the elections with a single ticket. The day 
comes when the leadership of the opposition begins to 
allocate the quotas of individual parties and movements. 
The right-wing parties would obtain far fewer places than 
with the variant of different tickets. But that is not the 
problem! Everyone recalls that, in the last elections, 
reaching an understanding on this matter depended on a 
fine thread. What about now, when there are even more 
parties and movements, and when some of them have 
stated that, after the electoral victory, the SDS would no 
longer make any se _\se? It would be logical for each party 
to try to obtain a higher quota with a view to its future 
activities. And what happens if this time no under- 
standing is reached, particularly if election day is set one 
or two days before the fina! registration of the candidates 
for people’s representatives? At that point, there will be 
not a shock but an explosion among the supporters of the 
SDS! Indeed, the possibility exists of losing the elections, 
which, if sensibly planned now, we should win convinc- 
ingly! 


I still remember the date 14 December 1989, which was 
memorable for the opposition, when Dr. Zhelyu Zhelev 
said to his enraged supporters: “We shall win because we 
are more intelligent and better educated than they!” | 
entirely agree with him, but we failed to make use of 
these advantages, and we lost! It is high time to realize 
that elections are won not merely by a blanket rejection, 
or by holding meetings and raising slogans. They are 
won, above all, by work, cool behavior, and sensible 
tactical steps. To attain our freedom, we need both 
conservatives and revolutionaries! 


DPS Organizational Policy, Public Image 


9/BA0S568A Sofia PRAVA I SVOBODI in Bulgarian 
25 Feb 91 p 4 


[Interview with Osman Oktay, organizational secretary 
of the Central Council of the Movement for Rights and 
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Freedoms, by Stefan Arabadzhiev; place and date not 
given: “Is the Movement for Rights and Freedoms 
‘Terrible’ for Bulgaria and the Bulgarians?’’} 


[Text] [Arabadzhiev] Mr. Osman Oktay, you are the 
organizational secretary of the Central Council of the 
Movement for Rights and Freedoms [DPS] and would 
perhaps be best able to clarify what the movement is, 
against the background of our sociopolitical life. 


[Oktay] As of 4 January 1990, the very day it was 
founded as a sociopolitical organization, the DPS 
included in its platform the defense of human rights and 
the rights of human communities. It is true that the 
initial idea was to call it the “Movement for the Rights 
and Freedoms of Turks and Muslims in Bulgaria.” 
Primary municipal and okrug structures were set up, 
headed by coordinators. The National Coordination 
Council was made up of the coordinators of the okrug 
structures. About one and a half months after it was 
founded, at a national conference, it was decided by the 
Coordination Council that the movement would become 
involved with the protection of the universal rights and 
freedoms of man and human communities as a whole 
and not only of the Turks and the Muslims in the 
country. It was precisely this universalization that 
enabled the representatives of all ethnic communities, as 
well as all political parties, to become members of this 
national organization for the defense of human values, 
the DPS. 


[Arabadzhiev] Who, today, is entitled to a membership 
card with the crossed olive branches? 


[Oktay] Any Bulgarian citizen, regardless of linguistic, 
ethnic, or party affiliation. Our doors are closed only to 
those who were the executors of the “revival” process in 
the change of names. Those who were members of the 
BCP [Bulgarian Communist Party] and are now mem- 
bers of the BSP [Bulgarian Socialist Party] may be 
members of the DPS but may not hold leading positions. 
There are those who have abused the fact that about 80 
percent of the membership consists of Bulgarian Turks, 
which, in their view, means that the organization 1s 
structured on an ethnic basis. | am sure that had any 
other party come out with a platform such as ours in 
defense of community mghts, our present members 
would have joined it immediately because, of late, it was 
the Turkish ethnic community whose human rights had 
been totally suppressed. In that case, as well, would we 
have said that that party 1s structured on an ethnic basis? 
We are happy that, from the very start, many Bulgarians 
who cared for unity, understanding, and the future of 
Bulgaria joined the DPS. 


[Arabadzhiev] Could you name some of them” 


[Oktay] It would be difficult to name all because there 
are more than 4,200 of them. However, they include the 
following members of the DPS Central Council: Docent 
Asen Kantardzhiev, who is the chairman of our Sofia 
City Committee, member of the Central Operative 
Bureau, and chief legal adviser of the movement, Prof 
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Dimitur Yapov, who its also legal council to the TsOB 
(Central Operative Bureau]; Prof. Dimitur Sepetliev, 
who represents the DPS in the provisional Sofia Oblast 
People’s Council; Poetess Ekaterina Yosifova, who rep- 
resents the DPS organization in Kyustendil, which does 
not have even a sing's ethnic Turk and whose members 
are all Bulgarian; and Dimitur Vasilev, from Kazanluk, a 
former Army officer. Our parliamentary group in the 
Grand National Assembly includes Ivan Palchev, Yuliy 
Bakhnev, Plamen Simov, and Miroslav Durmov. In the 
100,000-strong DPS membership, there are 4,200 Bul- 
garians; this ratio of about 4 percent has been retained in 
its leading organs. Many are members of the leaderships 
of the okrug structures. They are working jointly for the 
development of understanding and surmounting the still 
existing tension that is being artificially maintained by 
some political circles in both large communities. 


We consider the merging of the two communities within 
the DPS to be the most important way of solving the 
national problem and surmounting ethnic tension 
because it 1s through unity that we should struggle for our 
human rights, regardless of whose mghts have been 
violated—those of the Turks, the Bulgarians, the Gyp- 
sies, the Jews, or the Armenians. Today there are those 
who promote artificial mistrust of the DPS among the 
Bulgarian population, frightening it with all kinds of 
fabrications. We are convinced that the mistrust will 
disappear, but we would like this to take place as soon as 
possible because this can largely determine the calm and 
unity in the country. 


{Arabadzhiev] It seems to me that the people are insuf- 
ficiently informed and that is, perhaps, what feeds the 
rumors and mistrust... 


[Oktay] Indeed, until recently there existed a significant 
information eclipse concerning the DPS, particularly as 
far as its effective positive actions were concerned. 
Usually, efforts are made to compromise it, by fabn- 
cating various fictions while avoiding accurate facts. 
This is the work, above all, of some newspapers that 
yielded to rumors in the country and undertook to 
present some problems in a fictitious light, without 
checking them, and in a distorted manner. This infor- 
mation eclipse, which became a barrier against the DPS, 
we hope to surmount with our publication—the news- 
paper PRAVA | SVOBODI. That newspaper employs 
professional journalists, most of whom are Bulgarians, 
who will conscientiously present to the entire nation and 
the international public the true face of the DPS and not 
its distorted image, which 1s what some publications are 
trying to do 


In our own communities, there is nothing we can do by 
ourselves. We must do everything together. Khasan and 
Ivan cannot work on the same lathe back-to-back. Their 
smiling faces must be seen. They must compete in better 
and ever-more-dedicated work for Bulgaria because all 
of us are hungry. All of our difficulties are common, we 
share them. The people are already fed up. We must 
leave them in peace to take care of their affairs and be 
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able to make ends meet. This became particularly clear 
in the course of our latest investigation in the Razgrad 
area. 


{[Arabadzhiev] During the electoral campaign, everyone 
was promising something to Bulgaria. What would you 
promise it now? 


[Oktay] We are being told that some will give the people 
land; others are promising success; others could even 
promise them the air we breathe. We do not wish to 
pledge that we shall give something to Bulgana. We 
simply shall work for our homeland. We shall cooperate 
with all political forces honestly and conscientiously, for 
the better future of every Bulgarian citizen. I believe that 
this common aspiration of the DPS should not be 
underestimated. We already enjoy a high international 
reputation, and, in a number of areas, we could help the 
government. We do not wish to act alone in any area, be 
it education, economics, or culture. The cultures of the 
two largest communities in our country will enrich even 
further the common Bulgarian culture. A bouquet of 
flowers is beautiful only when it consists of many and 
different flowers. I do not doubt that the day is not too 
distant when the major upheavals of today will be 
surmounted and forgotten. 


{Arabadzhiev] Your statements indeed instill confidence 
and optimism. However, in some cases, the people also 
want guarantees... 


[Oktay] I believe we have already mentioned such guar- 
antees, which have become widely known. We do not 
compromise with anyone who betrays our platform. We 
do not compromise with any display of separatism, 
nationalism, fundamentalism, or separate development, 
or any attempts at instilling ethnic hatred or appeals to 
hostility. We are proving this, and we shall defend this. 
People committing such actions are rare among our 
members. The very organism of the DPS rejects them as 
an unwanted tumor. Such was the case with Aadem 
Kenan, who, because of a manifestation of nationalism 
and separatism, was immediately expelled from the 
ranks of the DPS and its parliamentary group. 


There are no nationalists among us. We are in favor of 
respect for all civil rights and freedoms and the rights of 
the communities as stipulated in our Constitution and in 
international documents. If all of us turn openly and 
honestly to face one another, then we would indeed bring 
closer the achievement of the democratic idea of a new 
future for Bulgaria. 


CZECHOSLOVAKIA 


Biographies of New Slovak Ministers, Deputies 


LD0605211891 Bratislava Domestic Service in Slovak 
1630 GMT 6 May 91 


[Text] The next few minutes will be devoted to brief 
biographies of the new deputy prime ministers and 
ministers of the Slovak government: 
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Martin Porubjak, Slovak Republic first deputy prime 
minister, was born on 1& May 1944 in Bratislava. He is 
of Slovak nationality. He studied drama theory at the 
Academy of Fine Arts Drama Department in Bratislava 
where he then was a lecturer. In 1990 he became head of 
the department and soon after that he became assistant 
dean. He worked as artistic director of the Slovak 
National Theater. Martin Porubjak has not been a 
member of any political party. He was one of the 
founders of the Public Against Violence movement and 
he was a member of its first coordinating committee. 


Anton Vavro, Slovak Republic deputy prime minister, 
was born on |2 June 1938 in Trnava. He is of Slovak 
nationality. He studied finance and credit at the School 
of Economics in Bratislava. He worked in the Hydropro- 
jekt, and later in the finance research institute and in 
January 1990 he was appointed Slovak deputy minister 
of finance. He is not a member of any political party and 
he was nominated to the post on behalf of the Public 
Against Violence. 


Jozef Butora, Slovak Republic minister of construction 
and building industry, was born on 15 December 1930 in 
Nemcova. He is of Slovak nationality. Following his 
expulsion from university for his petty bourgeois back- 
ground, he has worked since 1950 in the building 
industry. He completed studies at the Slovak Technical 
University while working. In the former state enterprise 
Cementarne a Vapenky in Trencin he held various 
managerial posts, and from December 1990 he was 
director of the enterprise. He is not a member of any 
political party. 


Pavol Demes, Slovak Republic minister for international 
relations, was born on 8 January 1956 in Topolcany. He 
is of Slovak nationality. He studied at Comenius Uni- 
versity Natural Sciences Department in Bratislava and 
Charles University Natural Sciences Department in Pra- 
gue. In 1987 he was in the United States on a year's 
scholarship. Since January 1990 he has been working at 
the Slovak Republic Ministry of Education, Youth, and 
Sports. He represents Czechoslovakia in the Council of 
Europe in the area of education. Pavol Demes does not 
have a political affiliation. 


Jozef Krsek, Slovak Republic minister of agriculture and 
food, was born on 19 February | 939 in Sasinkovo. He is 
of Slovak nationality. He studied at the Agricultural 
College in Nitra. Later he completed a postgraduate 
teacher training course. In the course of his long profes- 
sional life he has held several posts in agricultural 
cooperatives. He was a departmental! head at the general 
directorate of agricultural supplies and procurement in 
Bratislava. He was not a member of any political orga- 
nization before joining the Christian Democratic Move- 
ment. 





6 POLITICAL 


Sacher on Situation in Ministry of Interior 
AU0605 192891 


[Editorial Report] Prague MLADA FRONTA DNES in 
Czech on 29 April on pages | and 3, under the headline 
“A Politician of the Opposition” carries a 2,200-word 
interview with Richard Sacher, Federal Assembly deputy 
and former CSFR interior minister, by Rostislav Rod 
and Tomas Marek. The place and date of the interview 
are not given. 


In the introduction a summary is presented of Sacher’s 
interpellation in the Federal Assembly on 27 February in 
which Sacher attacked the structure of the Federal Min- 
istry of the Interior and to which Federal Interior Min- 
ister Jan Langos reacted by submitting a motion in the 
Mandate and Immunity Committee proposing that dis- 
ciplinary proceedings be initiated against Sacher. In the 
interview, Sacher reacts to this motion by saying that he 
“tried to explain to the commission” that he had 
“offended no one” and that “Mr. Langos must not 
construe criticisms as an insult.” 


When told that Interior Minister Jan Langos demands 
that parliament should examine whether Sacher has 
committed a punishable act of spreading false informa- 
tion by saying that “the Ministry of the Interior is in 
disarray,” Richard Sacher answered “You know, | said 
that the ministry was in disarray and Jan Rum, first 
deputy minister of the Federal Ministry of the Interior, 
called it a profound reorganization.” 


When asked about the current situation in the Ministry 
of the Interior, Sacher says “I insist that the sector of the 
Federal Ministry of the Interior finally employs profes- 
sionals and that it works in teams. No frends of frends 
should be working there. I consider this to be dangerous 
for democracy. Should this be the case, the sector will 
become bulletproof. Moreover, many people in impor- 
tant positions are related by family ties. One Mr. Ruml is 
the chairman of the Commission investigating the |7 
November !989 events, a second Mr. Rum! 1s deputy 
interior minister and a third one—we should be careful 
not to confuse them—controls the President's Guard 
This 1s really a power clique.” 


When asked if he has objections to Jan Langos himself, 
Sacher says that’ The fact that the interior minister can 
conclude gentlemen's agreements with foreign intelli- 
gence services—as the Federal Ministry of the Interior 
spokesman reported—testifies to strong amateurism.” 


On the subject of KGB activity, Sacher says: “It 1s 
absolute nonsense to affirm publicly that by recalling six 
people the KGB ceased to operate here and that it has 
become powerless. This intelligence service had a free 
hand here for forty years and it has definitely built a 
perfect network of agents among our citizens. Even if we 
work intensively on its neutralization [rozkryvani] | 
estimate that the KGB will be present here for another 
15 years at least.” 
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When asked about rumors that he is a German Intelli- 
gence Service agent, Sacher responds that this is non- 
sense and that he is eager to know “when agents 
belonging to intelligence services of other powers in the 
Federal Assembly and other institutions are going to be 
screened. Beside this, the screening campaign against 
former State Security agents was only a campaign to 
catch small fish and designed to dampen the public’s 
curiosity.” 


New Trade Union for Bohemia, Moravia, Slovakia 


LD0405211691 Prague Domestic in Czech 1800 GMT 
4 May 91 


[Text] The constituent conference of the Trade Union 
Association of Bohemia, Moravia, and Slovakia 
[Odborove sdruzeni Cech, Moravy a Slovenska] took 
place in Prague. The motivation was the alleged unhap- 
piness of trade union members with the present activity 
of the Czechoslovak Confederation of Trade Union 
Associations, which 1s said to be in conflict with the 
interests of rank-and-file trade union members. 


The aim of the newly founded association, which has 
already become a legal subject, is among other things to 
achieve full and effective employment, the right to work 
guaranteed in the Constitution, and the mght to free 
education and training for all. 


Approximately 100 delegates instructed the preparatory 
committee, which is chaired by (Karel Henes), to prepare 
the organizational structure, enter into contact with 
government organizations and parliament, and call the 
first general assembly of the newly founded Trade Union 
Association of Bohemia, Moravia, and Slovakia in 
October. 


Charter 77 To Publish Civic Forum Daily 


AU0305112891 Prague LIDOVE NOVINY in Czech 
27 Apr 91 p 3 


[(CTK report in ““News From Home” column] 


[Text] The OBCANSKY DENIK publishing rights will 
be transferred to the Czechoslovak Charter 77 Founda- 
tion. This was decided yesterday at an extraordinary 
session of Civic Forum Coordinating Committee (a body 
composed of representatives of both groups formed from 
the Civic Forum—the Civic Democratic Party and the 
Civic Movement) 


HUNGARY 
Antall Speaks at Reinterment of Jozsef 


Mindszenty 


LD0405 135391 Budapest Domestic Service 
in Hungarian 1020 GMT 4 May 91 


[Speech by Jozsef Antall, the Hungarian prime minister, 
at reinterment of the late Cardinai Mindszenty in 
Budapest; date not given] 
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[Excerpts] Your eminencies and exellencies! Reverend 
Fathers, esteemed guests, my compatriots! 


On behalf of the people of Hungary, universal Magyar- 
hood, the president of the Hungarian Republic, the 
Hungarian National Assembly, and the Hungarian Gov- 
ernment, I bow my head in front of the remains of Jozsef 
Mindszenty, cardinal, prince primate, archbishop of 
Esztergom, and at the same time | fulfill the request of 
the World Organization of Former Political Prisoners of 
Hungary when I say farewell in their name also. 


1 would like to express thanks to Rome, to the United 
States, and to Austria, for giving refuge to Jozsef Mind- 
szenty, primate, during his life and following his death, 
when, following the 1956 revolution and freedom fight, 
he was forced to undertake internal, and then foreign 
exile. 


After foreign oppression and dictatorship of half a cen- 
tury, Hungary is born again by burials, reburials, and by 
commemorating the dead. It is no coincidence, since the 
rebirth of the country 1s also remembering those who 
sacrificed their lives in the past decades for the indepen- 
dence and national rebirth of Hungary. Zozsef Mind- 
szenty, prince primate, became a historic figure of Hun- 
garian history, who drew attention to the dangers 
threatening all middle eastern Europe through his own 
work full of sacrifice. Although historians may argue 
with the political views and constitutional concepts of 
Jozsef Mindszenty, nobody can doubt that he is one of 
the greatest examples of Hungarian history giving moral 
Strength. [passage omitted] 


Now, when we are saying goodbye to Jozsef Mindszenty, 
when a country says farewell to its great son who 
returned to the seat of the ancient archdiocese, petty 
disputes have to stop at last. Let the remains and coffin 
of Jozsef Mindszenty give strength to the Hungarian 
transformation and rebirth. [passage omitted] 


Socialists Propose Expanding Six-Party Talks 
LDO0305150191 Budapest Domestic Service 
in Hungarian 1000 GMT 3 May 91 


[Text] The Socialists propose an expansion of the six- 
party talks. Peter Szorenyi reports from the headquarters 
of the Hungarian Socialist Party 


Sando: Csintalan, executive of the party, said at a 
briefing that the trade unions and the other workers’ 
interest protection organizations should also participate 
in the six-party talks, especially when economic, social 
and employment questions are discussed. However, the 
MSZP [Hungarian Socialist Party] considers it essential 
for the parliament to create laws that guarantee the 
freedom of the trade union movement. In their opinion, 
the matter of the trade union assets also has to be settled. 
Within the framework of this, they agree that distribu- 
tion should be carried out on the basis of the election 
results of the workers’ councils. I must mention that this 
concept is slightly closer to that of the Democratic 
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League of Independent Trade Unions. However, all of 
this would not mean that the assets should be frozen. 
Naturally, in addition to the trade union law, other new 
institutions will also have to be created. Thus, apart from 
the factory councils, forums have to be established where 
collective agreements can be discussed. 


Finally, Sandor Csintalin considers it inconceivable that 
the workers will not have a say in the privatization 
process. 


Budapest International Refugee Conference Ends 


AU0705090791 Budapest MUTI in English 1605 GMT 
4 May 9/1 


[Text] Budapest, 4 May (MTI}—In his closing address, 
Gabor Fodor, chairman of the parliament’s committee 
on human rights and minority and religious affairs, 
termed the international refugee conference, that ended 
in Budapest on Saturday as a useful exchange of views. 


Speaking to journalists after the meeting, Judit Toth, 
deputy head of the refugee office of the Ministry of the 
Interior, pointed out the need for Hungary to approach 
the Geneva Refugee Convention in a broader context 
with respect to international experience. Legislation 
should leave room to the questions likely to come up in 
connection with people fleeing from acts of violence. She 
also called for working out the guiding principles of 
reception and immigration. 


With regard to the question of whether Hungary can lift 
the current restrictions in the event of refugees, the 
majority of participants were of the view that, given the 
lack of the required conditions, this was impossible for 
the moment. 


ROMANIA 


NSF Says Transylvania Always Romanian 
LDO505131891 Budapest Domestic Service 
in Hungarian 1200 GMT § May 91 


[Text] A spokesman for the Romanian Foreign Ministry 
has stated that the conference held in Eger on the past 
and future of Transylvania, and other similar events, 
make it more difficult to improve bilateral relations 
Romanian television broadcast a program on the confer- 
ence a few days ago. The spokesman for the Foreign 
Ministry expressed his hope that the Hungarian Govern- 
ment will not support and identify itself with such 
events. The press office of the National Salvation Front 
stressed in a statement that Transylvania has been and 
will remain Romanian territory. 


Stolojan on RCP Property Disposition 


91 BAOS60A Bucharest ADEVARUL in Romanian 
10 Apr 91 p 2 


[Report by Minister Theodor Stolojan on identification 
of former Romanian Communist Party assets and their 
transfer on 31 March to state ownership} 
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[Text] Under Decree-Law No. 30/1990 the assets of the 
former Romanian Communist Party (RCP) were 
ordered transferred into state property. 


To implement the provisions of Decree-Law No. 30/ 
1990 the Romanian Government issued Decisions No. 
63, 11, and 1298/1990 and established a commission in 
charge of identifying and transferring the assets that 
belonged to the former RCP into state ownership, and 
designating the ministnes and other central and local 
bodies scheduled to take over the assets in question. 


1. Situation of the Assets of the Former RCP on 31 
December 1989 


Assets totaling 40,105,600 lei were reported in the wake 
of the consolidation of the balance sheets closed on 31 
December 1991 of the former party committees and 
institutions and units subordinated to the former Car- 
pati Central Economic Office [CCEO]. 


Multiple difficulties were encountered because of the 
complexity of transfering the assets and debts as of the 
31 December 1989 balance sheet and consequently the 
timetables envisaged were exceeded, particularly 
because of: the existence of assets (buildings, furniture, 
inventory, etc.) which had not been listed among the 
assets belonging to the former party; the need to carry 
Out inventories to establish the actual existence of assets 
and to list losses incurred during the Revolution; the 
need to clarify bookkeeping discrepancies; the need to 
separate the balance sheet assets of certain unis whuse 
property was assigned to several receipients, and so 
forth. 


The total active and passive balance sheet [as published] 
drawn up on the basis of positive or negative cash flows 
and cancellation of goods when the transfer action was 
carried out, as well as the financial status of former RCP 
units, was 43,825,200 lei (Annex 1). 


Il. Stage of Transfer Into State Ownership of Former 
RCP Assets 


1. As a result of the protocol-based transfer, revenue 
collection (from debtors, clients, etc.), and payment of 
debts (to supliers, creditors, etc.) and remittances of 
certain amounts of disposable cash (1.7 million lei) to the 
central administration budget—32,431,600 lei of the 
above balance sheet—was liquidated, leaving 
11,393,600 lei to liquidate. 


From the viewpoint of actual existence and final utiliza- 
tion, it can be stated that most of the assets of the former 
RCP have been taken over by the new users; however, we 
have not managed to perfect all the forms of transfer that 
will allow us to deduct them from all the appropriate 
active and passive elements of the balance sheet. 


Thus, out of the total amount of 11,393,600 lei left 
unliquidated from the balance sheet of the former RCP, 
the biggest share consists of investments, namely 
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11,046,500, made up of: the Republic House— 
9,756,500 lei and Olanesti Palace—469,700 lei 
(Annexes No. 3 and 4). 


2. One of the complex elements of identifying, taking 
inventory, and transfering assets into state ownership 
was assessing buildings and property not recorded on the 
former RCP balance sheet. Finance Minis’ y experts 
estimated the value of buildings and assets without 
assigning legally established prices, particularly in order 
to allow the receiving units to record these assets in their 
books and to prevent losses caused by the illegal removal 
of such assets. 


In view of the difficulties encountered in estimating 
these assets, the need to consult specialists or experts in 
various areas, and the scope of this action, ministries, 
other central and local bodies, and the recipient units 
have been assigned the task of estimating—in keeping 
with the provisions of legal acts in effect—the value of 
the assets taken over, for which purpose the Finance 
Ministry will issue methodological norms. 


III. State-Funded Investment Projects Managed by the 
Former CCEO 


Aside from investments financed from the funds of the 
former RCP, the CCEO also managed—as a plan 
holder—certain siate budget-funded projects at various 
stages of completion which on 31 December 1989 made 
up 21,091,800 lei. So far, ongoing projects totaling 
10,991,700 lei have been transferred to recipients on the 
basis of protocols (Annex No. 5). Protocols remain to be 
drafted on investments totaling 10,100,100 lei, most of 
which consist of the Republic House with 8,286,400 lei 
(Annex No. 6), the use of which will be assigned to the 
General Secretariat of the Romanian Parliament. 


The delay in perfecting the forms of transfer of the 
investment projects was caused by the fact that the users 
were changed in mid-process and the fact that some 
projects were assigned to several users, a situation that 
made it necessary to distribute the overall accounting 
expenditures among the individual users. 


IV. Gifts and Trophies 


|. The gifts and hunting trophies received from the 
country or from abroad and located in storehouses, 
palaces, and villas, whose value was not recorded among 
the assets of the former RCP are now in the process of 
being estimated, transferred, and put to use, as follows: 


—Hunting trophies and especially valuable hunting par- 
aphernalia will be kept as national property, while the 
other trophies and hunting objects will be auctioned 
off in the country or abroad, and the money thus 
realized will be utilized, after deducting the expenses 
involved, in accordance with the provisions of Gov- 
ernment Decision No. 1363 or 29 December 1990 (to 
benefit children’s homes and homes for the handi- 


capped); 
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—Museum quality objects and gifts will continue to be 
taken over by interested parties on the basis of transfer 
protocols that will specify identifying features; the 
objects in question will be estimated according to the 
conditions listed under Chapter II point 2 of the 
present report; 


—The other objects and gifts will be inventoned and 
then estimated by commissions coordinated by 
Finance Ministry specialists—the Department for 
Price Forecasts, Monitoring, and Liberalization—and 
will be taken into custody by the Autonomous Man- 
agement of the Administration of the State Protocol 
Property [as published]. This management will take 
measures to auction them through specialized units, 
after consulting the Ministry of Commerce and 
Tourism and the Ministry of Finance. The money 
realized after covering the related commercial 
expenses, will be paid to the budget of the central state 
administration. The same procedure will be applied to 
other assets of the former RCP executed in special 
conditions and of considerable value taken over by 
state units that have no use for them. 


2. Jewelry and objects of precious metals or stones have 
been taken over by Romania’s National Bank to be kept 
and sold according to the law; the money realized will be 
paid as revenue into the budget of the state central 
administration. 


3. Hunting and other arms have been taken over by the 
Ministry of the Interior and the Ministry of National 
Defense; these ministnes will decide on an appropriate 
use for them. 


4. Personal objects belonging to the Ceausescu couple, 
other than those listed under points |-3 of the present 
chapter will be sold at auction and the money realized 
will be collected in a separate account and used to help 
people wounded in the struggles for the victory of the 
Romanian Revolution of December 1989 and the fami- 
lies of martyred heroes. 


\. Issues Being Resolved 


|. in view of the fact that former Communist dignitaries 
received and used assets belonging to the former RCP 
(rugs, furniture, household objects, etc.) without paying 
anything for their use, the Finance Ministry will take the 
necessary measures to recover them and the costs 
incurred by their utilization, or to obtain their value at 
the prices in effect at the date at which the persons in 
question will pay for them. 


2. Certain items that belonged to the former RCP are 
now being used by political and apolitical organizations 
or individual persons and companies who did not pay for 
them or acquired them at prices lower than the legal 
prices 


Concerning real estate assets that belonged to the former 
RCP and are now being used by political and civic 
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organizations, they will be entered on protocols only 
with parties that manage state-owned housing, and legal 
rents will be charged. 


With a view to settling the situations listed above, the 
Finance Ministry will work to clamfy all the aspects 
concerning the signing of transfer protocols for the 
purpose of protecting the integrity of state property. 


3. To complete the action of identifying and transferring 
into state ownership the entire property of the former 
RCP, the recipients listed in Annexes 3 and 6 of the 
present report must examine and sign the transfer pro- 
tocols submitted to the appropriate departments, by 15 
April 1991 


In view of the stage reached in identifying and transfer- 
ring into state ownership the assets that belonged to the 
former RCP, we believe that the main issues connected 
with this action can be resolved by 30 Apml 1991. 


Theodor Stolojan, minister 


Editorial Note: The annexes will be published (selec- 
tively, according to degree of interest and their com- 
plexity) in future issues of the newspaper. 


UDMR Spokesman Interview on Ethnic Issues 


AU0605074791 Bucharest ROMANIA LIBERA 
in Romanian 27-28 Apr 91 pp 1, 2 


[Interview with Odon Bitay, spokesman of the Hun- 
garian Democratic Union of Romania, by Simion Buia 
Jr., place and date not given: “We No Longer Want To 
Act as a Lightning Rod in Romanian Society”) 


[Text] [Buia] Mr. Bitay, lately, two “party documents,” 
one from the National Salvation Front [FSN] National 
Convention and another one published by the Party of 
National Unity of Romanians [PUNR] refer to “solving 
the ev inic problems.” How do you view these docu- 
ments? 


[Bitay] The documents mentioned demonstrate that the 
ethnic problem is treated as a central problem of our 
society, although it is not... Certainly, finding solutions 
to this problem, would contribute much to consolidating 
and developing democratic structures. However, these 
problems are not meant to be solved by certain parties, 
this is the duty of the Constituent Assembly, through the 
new constitution. Through its resolution, the FSN Con- 
vention suggests that a commission be set up to examine 
the ethnic problem. However, it is known that if we want 
a problem not to be solved, then we set up a commission 
to examine it for an indefinite period. We do not agree to 
the fact that one party should assume the role of referee 
in such an important and delicate problem. The second 
document, that of the PUNR, published in Clu in 
March, listed their claims in 11 points, asking for the 
elimination of all those small results that have been 
obtained in the ethnic problem since 22 December 1989. 
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For the PUNR, the Hungarians in Romania are extrem- 
ists, chauvinistic, nationalistic, and separatists—an issue 
that, as a matter of fact, appears veiled in the FSN 
documents as well. These documents are clearly anti- 
democratic, while the Constituent Assembly is called 
upon to create a legal framework to solve the ethnic 
problem, ensuring minorities’ rights through the consti- 
tution and thus marking the beginning of a real demo- 
cratic process in Romania. We should work under 
normal, peaceful conditions, without rocking the boat.... 
I repeat: The Hungarian Democratic Union of Romania 
[UDMR] believes that finding solutions to the ethnic 
problem is not the duty of any party, whether it is a 
ruling party or not! Any attempt to interfere in the 
normal course of society’s progress toward real democ- 
racy—which implies the recognition and application of 
the minorities’ rights—is doomed to failure and does not 
have any other goal except to divert attention from the 
big and serious social and economic problems con- 
fronting Romania today and to create tensions in order 
to move pressure onto a false track. But we no longer 
want to be the lightning rod toward which tensions in 
Romanian society are directed and the lightning rod that 
drains those tensions! We would like to see that every 
citizen of this country understands that the Hungarians 
living here are good patriots, and in our demands to 
ensure an education in our mother tongue—beginning 
with kindergarten and up to the university—we ask only 
for a situation that existed in Romania before the 
communist era to be reestablished. 


[Buia] Even in the Ceausescu era there was education in 
one’s mother tongue... 


[Bitay] True. But the intention to eliminate it also 
existed, even in the case of 400 year-old Hungarian 
schools. The “Bolyai” University founded in 1946, was 
dismantled by the Romanian Communist Party in 1956 
and the “operation” was directed by Ceausescu himself. 
Starting with 1984 our high schools began to be disman- 
tled systematically. Had the dictatorial regime lasted 
three to four years longer, education in the Hungarian 
language would have been completely eliminated. 
Exactly the way in which the PUNR declaration claims. 


[Buia] Do you believe that the PUNR documents core- 
spond with the interests of the current leadershiv? 


[Bitay] Certainly. Even in the government and parlia- 
ment there are forces whose way of thinking is based on 
these nondemocratic principles. You know very well 
what we are told when the only thing we ask for is respect 
for international documents signed by Romania, docu- 
ments which, if applied, would close up certain “crafty” 
ways of solving the ethnic problem. 


[Buia] What is the state of mind of the Hungarian 
minority in Transylvania today, more than a year after 
the Tirgu Mures tragedy? 


[Bitay] Unfortunately it matches the general state of 
mind throughout the country—and the state of mind of 
minorities is very bad. Neither the former Provisional 
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Council of National Unity nor the leadership elected 
legally on 20 May 1990 have done anything to improve 
it. This state of mind will continue if we—Romanians 
and Hungarians—do not succeed 1n acting together and 
making people understand that rocking the boat on 
ethnic issues, proliferating hatred and intolerance, and 
calling for vendetta are obscure maneuvers and do not 
express Romania’s real interests; they lead and will 
continue to lead only to the mass emigration of Hun- 
garian ethnics, of other minorities, and even of Roma- 
nians themselves—who, just like us, do not see a real way 
of ensuring a dignified existence for the future in this 
country. 


[Buia] Could there still be violent altercation between 
Romanians and Hungarians? 


[Bitay] Who can see into the future? In any event, I can 
state clearly and in no uncertain terms: We are against 
violence. 


[Buia] Well, but then you should fight the vehement 
violence with which the ROMANIA MARE magazine 
incites Romanians to carry out pogroms against Hungar- 
ians, proliferating the meanest and most absurd insults, 
lies, and calumnies.... 


[Bitay] We submitted a penal complaint against this 
publication and against its leaders Eugen Barbu and 
Corneliu Vadim Tudor. The Prosecutors’ Office is work- 
ing... 


[Buia] What are the most urgent political tasks of the 
UDMR? 


[Bitay] We are in the process of preparing the second 
congress, which will take place in Tirgu Mures in May. 
During this congress we will draw a critical balance sheet 
on everything that has taken place in Romania since the 
elections. We will state our position, examine the 
activity of our parliamentarians, and we will establish 
the political line that we have to follow in the future. 
However, this congress will in no way change the 
UDMR’s major goal, that is to fight for a democratic 
Romania. 


[Buia] Is it possible that the congiess will give the 
UDMR an opportunity to dismiss the rumors regarding 
Transylvania’s annexation to Hungary... 


[Bitay] This is a fabrication! We are and we will continue 
to be loyal Romanian citizens, we do not wish to create 
social enclaves within the frontiers of the Romanian 
state. Who ever claims that we want such a thing shows 
gross ignorance; and as far as the Hungarian state is 
concerned, it has solemnly and repeatedly declared that 
it does not have any territorial claims on any of its 
neighbors, thus neither on Romania. 


[Buia] And thus, the idea that the UDMR secretly 
collaborates with Budapest would be automatically elim- 
inated. 


[Bitay] There is no collaboration whatsoever. 
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Opinion on Government, Alternatives Polled 


9/BAOS61A Bucharest BARICADA in Romanian 
9 Apr 91 p 12 


[Article by Elena Gugu, Doina Lereanu, and Anton 
Tutu: “An Original Liberalized Easter’’] 


[Text] 


Questions for Lent 


After a winter rich in political events and major eco- 
nomic changes, the arrival of spring prompted us to go 
out and talk to our readers to find out in what mood they 
were meeting the Easter holy days. The set of questions 
we asked was not meant to cover the entire range of 
current social issues. All we tried to do was take the pulse 
of our society, stirred as it is by conflicting sentiments, at 
a time of intense perturbances. These were the questions: 


1, Easter is coming, when we will all crack a red painted 
egg and drink a glass of wine. To which of our political 
personalities will you drink? 

2. Do you believe that Romania could return to a 
dictatorship in the present circumstances? 

3. How many hours a day do you spend waiting in line? 
4. If you were in Mr. Roman’s place, would you resign? 
What if you were in Mr. Barladeanu’s place? 

5. Have you considered emigrating? Why? 

6. Do you think that there are people in this country 
capable of taking over the duties of the present govern- 
ment? Who? 

7. If elections were to be held on 20 May, whom would 
you elect as president? 

8. What do you think about a return to the monarchy? 


Petrica Botezatu, Engineer, 28 Years Old 


1. 1 find it difficult to decide. I have not considered such 
a question. 


2. | don’t think it’s possible anymore. 
3. About one, one and a half hours. 


4. 1 think I would have done it long ago. I don’t think I 
would have even attempted it. 


5. Yes. I cannot fulfill myself in the conditions prevailing 
here, nor do I make enough money. 


6. 1 think so. I feel that there are such people, although | 
don’t know them. 


7. | don’t know. I haven't decided. But in any case, not 
Iliescu. 


8. Perhaps. 


Risavi, Chemistry Teacher, 77 


1. There are many personalities of about the same caliber 
but none stands out in particular. If I were to think of a 
particular personality it would be Mihai Sora. 
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2. No. This is something irreversible. 


3. As a retiree and ailing, | cannot do it. My son stands 
in line for me and from what he tells me he wastes a lot 
of time on shopping. 


4. I think he must see through the work he began. I think 
that this man means well and has many intellectual 
qualities but he is being overcome by events. As for Mr. 
Barladeanu, no. I wouldn't resign because in the final 
analysis one has to demonstrate the correctness of one’s 
stand or have its incorrectness demonstrated. 


5. No. Never crossed my mind. 


6. We have many good people who are staying in the 
shadows. My impression is that from among the public 
figures one possible alternative to lead the government 
may be Radu Campeanu. 


7. | think that one prominent personality is still Radu 
Campeanu. 


8. I think that would be an alternative only in extremis. 


Catalin Enache, Student, 22 

1. None of them. 

2. I don’t know. A disguised dictatorship already exists. 
3. Not many. 


4. This guy will never resign. If I were in his place of 
course | would have. Barladeanu should be made to 
resign. Many should resign. 


5. Yes. Because there’s no reason for me to stay. 
6. Undoubtedly. It would be tragic if there weren't. 


7. I don’t really have other alternatives. The present 
[leadership] is not good either. I think Ratiu would be 
better anyway. 


8. Not too good. 


Mihaela Opriseanu, Student, 23 


1. It’s a holy day and I would’t drink to any public 
figures, just to people who are close to my heart. 


2. It’s possible. 
3. One the average... I don’t know for sure. 


4. I think I would resign. I think Mr. Barladeanu should 
resign. 


5. In the future, yes. Because I don’t think that there will 
be any visible improvement in the coming few years. 


6. There are, but I don’t have any example. 
7. I think Ratiu would be a reliable alternative. 


8. I don’t know too much about the monarchy. 
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Manole Family, Engineers, 26 and 25 


1. Lucian Manole [LM]: To no one. To Jesus. Corina 
Manole [CM]: To no one. 


2. LM: Yes. CM: Yes. 


3. LM: None. CM: We can’t stand in line and besides, 
there’s not much to line up for. Soon we'll be unem- 
ployed anyway, so we'll have even fewer chances to stand 
in line even if there were anything to buy. 


4. LM: Yes. CM: Yes. LM: In Mr. Barladeanu’s case, 
categorically. CM: Certainly. 


5. LM: Yes. For economic reasons. CM: Of course. For 
the same reasons. 


6. LM: We hope. I assume that each party has a team that 
could govern at some point. I cannot cite names because 
I don’t know them. CM: Of course there are. 


7. LM: Certainly not Iliescu. The others are not too 
convincing either, but the current alternative is impos- 
sible. CM: I don’t know. 


8. LM: I think it would create great problems, primarily 
the distribution of wealth. I don’t think it would be the 
right solution for now, for this time, but who knows, 
perhaps it could be useful for gaining recognition and 
credibility abroad. CM: We don’t really trust the mon- 
archy. 


An Anonymous Elderly Lady 
|. To Lirceanu. 
2. It’s possible... 


3. A lot. Fortunately I’m single and I stand in line only 
for myself. But even so, often I stand in line for nothing. 
So I have tea with bread and jelly, if I have any, or with 
butter if I have it, or... what's the point? 


4.1 don’t know. Each person is responsible for himself; 
as for Mr. Barladeanu, he’s so old, he’s as old as I am, so 
I think he should retire. 


5. | don’t know. In the past 1 don’t remember, and when 
I was young I was abroad most of the time. 


6. I don’t know. I no longer have any intuition. I’m an 
almost amorphous being. 


7. | don’t have an answer. 


8. I would like the king to come back. 


Constantin Bolborici, Driver. 26 


|. First I'd drink to myself; among the public figures | 
have no preference. 


2. It’s possible. The danger comes from above. 


3. | don’t stand in line much because I'm originally from 
the country and I have everything I need. But even if I 
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had to, I wouldn't. | would eat whatever I found. I can’t 
stand even the idea of lines. 


4. I have no opinion about that. The confusion is too 
great. 


5. | would. 
6. I think there must be, but I don’t know who they are. 
7. Not the ones who are now in power. 


8. I have no answer. I’m too young and I don’t know 
about the past. But I have thought about it. I think it’s an 
acceptable alternative. 


Aurel Stroe, 58, and lon Goergescu, 60, Drivers 


We were not able to get a precise answer to the first and 
second question from either of the two. Mr. Aurel Stroe 
gave us a concise answer to the last question: 


“I think changing the government is a necessary solu- 
tion. In the present conditions it 1s impossible to survive. 
The prices must be set in keeping with what people can 
afford. There are people on small pensions or on the 
brink of unemployment who cannot deal with the 
present conditions. 


“Perhaps King Michael should come back, because life 
was indeed much better under him and everyone minded 
his own business and knew what to do.” 


3. a) Aurel Stroe: You need to take annual leave to stand 
in line and even then you're not sure. You wear out a 
couple pairs of shoes to find something to eat. 


b) Ion Georgescu: I stand in line 24 hours out of 24. 
Throughout the night and throughout the day. 


4. a) If I were in Roman's and Iliescu’s place I would 
have long resigned; everyone has criticized them so 
much and they still don’t show any understanding. As for 
Barladeanu, he’s a communist. I don’t even want to hear 
him mentioned. 


b) Likewise. A communist, I agree. 


5. a) I never thought of emigrating. I was born here and 
here I want to live. I could have left... 


b) I don’t wish and I never wished to leave the country. 


6. a) There are rather capable people in this country: 
engineers, economists who were never party members or 
activists. I have recently been traveling through the 
country and there are still the same people, only the 
name on the sign has changed. 


b) Without communists. There are capable people, but 
if they were communists they shouldn't be in managing 
positions. 


7. a) I don’t have an answer or a preference. Anyway, 
something must change. Because it’s not enough that 
they have removed Ceausescu and a few others. But 
maybe that’s all they wanted, another explanation I don’t 
see. 
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b) I don’t know what to tell you. 


Eugen Savin, Economist, 38 


1. When it comes to politics I don’t have any idols to 
think of at such moments. I content myself with drawing 
conclusions. However, as a man of culture I would drink 
to Dan Haulica. 


2. I don’t think that the dictatorship can be restored. 


3. I line up one, two, three hours, it depends. My parents 
usually do it. 


4. I would consult with a wider range of politicians and 
I would examine all the issues more thoroughly. Some 
measures should be taken faster. Privatization, for 
example, has been overtaken by price liberalization, and 
that is felt primarily in the daily life. In Barladeanu’s 
place I would retire from politics. 


5. I haven't thought of emigrating, although opportuni- 
ties existed before, too. 


6. I don’t think that there is any other government 
alternative. We could use a more flexible leadership, a 
leadership that considered more diverse strata of the 
public and could succeed in mediating among the strata 
of the society. 


7. Anyway, from among the young politicians. We have 
to wait. The opposition still hasn't managed to bring 
forward a credible political leader and a man of the 
future. 


8. | am not familiar with the past, but my parents, for 
example, look favorably on the time of the monarchy. It 
may be a good alternative. 


Cristina Viadutu, Technician, 45 
1. Alexandru Paleologu. 

2. I don’t think so. 

3. About four to five hours. 


4. I certainly would have in Roman's place. And of 
course in Barladeanu’s place. 


5. There is nowhere for me to emigrate to. If there were, 
I would. To have a better life. 


6. I don’t know much about that. 
7. I think lon Ratiu may be one such example. 


8... 


Instead of conclusions: Regardless of age, profession, 
and political preference, most of the answers reflect 
mistrust and confusion in equally large doses; mistrust in 
the current leaders and confusion about electing poten- 
tial replacements. The dissatisfaction is general, but no 
one has a clear picture of future prospects. It seems that 
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there is no public figure in sight who meets the expecta- 
tions of the various social categories and presents all the 
qualities required of a trustworthy and stable politician. 
Consequently, all we can do is wait together with our 
interlocutors for time to bring to light the solutions we 
need. 


Political Parties Address Hungarian Issue 


Recommendations Forwarded 


9!1BAOS84A Bucharest ADEVARUL in Romanian 
18 Apr 91 p 3 


(“Declaration of the Party of Romanian National Unity 
on Resolving the Minority Issue’’] 


[Text] Faithful to the principles sanctioned in its statutes 
and program, the Party of Romanian National Unity 
{[PUNR] has been intensively working toward, and has to 
a large degree succeeded in, sensitizing the Parliament, 
the president, the government, and many Romanians to 
the threat posed to our country by the policy of Hun- 
garian irredentism, whose objective is to annex Transyl- 
vania to Hungary. This policy is coordinated from 
Budapest and carried cut in Romania with the direct 
help of UDMR [Democratic Association of Hungarians 
in Romania] and of Romanians unaware of what they 
are doing. 


As Romanians we were pleased with the resolution of the 
FSN [National Salvation Front] National Convention 
concerning the minority issue and with the firm and 
principled stand that this party plans to promote. As the 
government party the FSN had an obligation to the 
country to produce a firm and timely solution to the 
minority problem, but it failed to do so. Now, realizing 
the massive inclination of the Romanian electorate 
toward the PUNR, the only party that tackled the 
minority issue in a determined manner, the FSN is 
attempting to win back some of the public to its policy. 
In order to ensure that the FSN resolution is indeed 
implemented and that this party contributes to resolving 
the minority problem, PUNR suggests to the FSN, as a 
government party, to at least now deal with the following 


points: 


1. Contribute to the adoption of a Constitution for 
Romania that is meant for the Romanians, rather than 
for meeting the privileges demanded by the Hungarian 
minority. We are referring to the vote on Article 7 
paragraph 2 of Section I of the draft Constitution which 
recognizes and guarantees “the right to preserve, 
develop, and express the identity of all the national 
minorities in all economic, political, cultural, religious, 
legal, and social areas,’ and the reconsideration of 
another article voted on under Section 2 Chapter III 
concerning the basic duties of the citizens for the sole 
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purpose of allowing some Hungarians who fled to Hun- 
gary to run for and once again become senators and 
deputies in the Romanian Parliament. Such a senator 
coming from Hungary, who in the past showed that he 
was not loyal to Romania, was included in the delegation 
representing our country in Strasbourg. 


2. Create conditions so that the Romanians ousted from 
Covasna and Harghita Counties can return to their 
homes, and restore to their rights those who were 
replaced in their posts after the 1989 December Revolu- 
tion for the mere fault of being Romanians. 


3. Put on trial all those guilty of the crimes committed in 
Transylvania after 22 December 1989, beginning with 
the instigators and ending with the perpetrators. 


4. Eliminate the segregation introduced in schools by the 
Hungarian minority and punish those who ordered and 
supported this kind of ethnic segregation. 


5. Amend Decision No. 521/1990 of the provisional 
government under which tracks were established to train 
young Hungarians in high schools for all socioeconomic 
areas, the purpose being to ensure the qualified work 
force for a future illusory Hungarian administration in 
Transylvania. 


6. Establish a leadership at the Ministry of Education 
and Science and the Ministry of Culture that will imple- 
ment the policy of the Romanian state and government. 


7. Not allow the Hungarian national day to be celebrated 
on Romanian territory. 


8. Present a report in the Romanian Parliament 
regarding the rights of the minorities in our country and 
the privileges enjoyed by the Hungarian minority. This 
report, after being adopted by Parliament, should be 
transiated into international languages and circulated at 
all international organizations and among all the states 
of the world. 


9. The government should take measures to punish all 
those guilty of illegally changing the names of localities, 
streets, and institutions trom Romanian into Hungarian, 
and those responsible for the appearance of bilingual 
signs. 


10. Begin Romanian propaganda in the world to spread 
the truth about Transylvania and reveal the lies 
employed by the Hungarian irredentists. 


11. Reopen the Romanian classes eliminated from High 
School No. 33 in Bucharest. It is shameful for the 
country’s capital city to have allowed Romanian stu- 
dents, teachers, and administrative staff to te ousted 
from that high school by UDMR leaders with the help of 
the Hungarian Embassy. 


Immediately after the 1989 December Revolution, the 
UDMR and Hungarian propaganda abroad created and 
artificially maintained a minorities problem. In fact the 
issue concerns only the Hungarian minority, the only 
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one dissatisfied with the scope of the privileges obtained 
under the Communist regime and during the provisional 
period following 22 December 1989. 


The PUNR believes that the minorities problem must be 
quickly resolved and that the Hungarian minority must 
be deprived of its privileges with a view to restoring it to 
the level of internationally sanctioned minority rights. 


Romania is experiencing complex and difficult problems 
in the process of its transition to a market economy and 
the nation’s efforts should be directed toward priorities, 
not toward satisfying the claims of the Hungarian 
minority, the only one that did not recognize Transylva- 
nia’s unification with Romania on | December 1918 and 
has demonstrated that it is not loyal to the Romanian 
state, including by the fact that it celebrates the day of 15 
March. 


The Hungarian minority can prove its loyalty to 
Romania by recognizing the | December 1918 Unifica- 
tion and removing its extremist leaders who incite to 
separatism, chauvinism, territorial autonomy for Tran- 
sylvania, and annexing it to Hungary. 


The PUNR supports granting rights to all the national 
minorities according to international standards, but it 
does not agree with privileges for the Hungarian 
minority. 


PUNR supports the idea that each minority in Romania 
should continue to have one representative each in 
Parliament, something that should be sanctioned in the 
Constitution. 


Cluj-Napoca, 23 March 1991 
Dr. Ioan Al. Crisan, university professor and chairman 
of PUNR. 


Hungarians’ Reply 
9/BAO0S84B Bucharest ADEVARUL in Romanian 
18 Apr 91 p 3 


(“Declaration of the Democratic Association of Hungar- 
ians in Romania, the UDMR, Presidium”’} 


[Text] The PUNR [Party of Romanian National Unity] 
published a declaration in the 26 March 1991 issue of 
ADEVARUL DE CLUJ on “Resolving the Minority 
Issue” in Romania. In the opinion of the UDMR [Dem- 
ocratic Association of Hungarians in Romania] Pre- 
sidium both the idea expressed and the ultimatum-like 
tone of this declaration have rendered its signatories 
unworthy of participation in a substantial debate on the 
issues raised. 


However, in itself the phenomenon of an attack on the 
Hungarian minority deserves attention because it points 
to a reactivation of extremist nationalism in Romania. 
The extremist nationalist character of the declaration is 
undeniable, considering that the “solution’”’ to the 
minorities issue consists in suppressing even the rights 
that the Hungarians currently enjoy. In the opinion of 
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PUNR, under the dictatorship the minorities not only 
were not oppressed in Romania, but they even enjoyed 
privileges that must now be lifted. This intention shows 
that PUNR’s antiminorities attitude exceeds even the 
national hostility practiced by the Ceausescu regime. 


PUNR’s nationalism is aggressive; not content only with 
unfounded accusations—such as claiming that UDMR, 
with help from Budapest, wants to separate Transylvania 
from Romania—it even goes on the attack, offering us 
the protection of a Romania in which the ethnic minor- 
ities will no longer be able to express their national 
identity. PUNR views the constitutional theses that 
prescribe guarantees for the free manifestation of the 
national identity of the minorities in economic, political, 
and cultural areas as privileges. This idea expressed in 
the declaration published patently contradicts the Alba 
lulia Decision of | December 1918, the international 
documents governing the situation of national minori- 
ties, as well as the laws of the country, in view of the fact 
that, as a signatory, Romania pledged to legislate those 
international conventions. 


The antiminority character of the PUNR declaration 
also makes it antidemocratic. This party’s claim that 
each national minority should be represented in Parlia- 
ment by a single deputy is incompatible with the elemen- 
tary requirements of democracy. Being the second 
largest political group in Romania, UDMR is repre- 
sented in the two houses of Parliament by 41 senators 
and deputies. The PUNR would like to see these repre- 
sentatives replaced by a single Hungarian Parliament 
member. Such a measure is designed to deprive the 
Hungarian minority—which makes up more than two 
million Romanian citizens—of the proportional repre- 
sentation ensured by democratic concepts. 


Public opinion both in Romania and in the world cannot 
ignore this new phenomenon, all the more so since, while 
in the past such views were expressed only by some 
individuals in the extremist press, now we see an official 
expression of the position of a party that is represented 
in Parliament. 


We want to call the attention of the democratic parties, 
of the Romanian public opinion that supports the cause 
of democracy in Romania, as well as of international 
bodies to the dangers that threaten not only us, the 
Hungarians of Romania, but also the future of this 
country. As long as extremist fascist-tinted nationalism 
is allowed a free rein there is no chance of developing 
authentic democracy and equality of rights in Romania, 
even though they are the basic conditions for Romania's 
integration into European structures. 


[Signed] UDRM Presidium 


Hungarian Symposium on Transylvania 
Condemned 


AU0405211091 Bucharest ROMPRES in English 
1906 GMT 4 May 91 


[Text] 


Statement by the Press Bureau of the National 
Salvation Front [FSN] Bucharest ROMPRES, 
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4/5/1991—Referring to the replay by the Romanian 
television of a broadcast of the Hungarian television on 
the meeting held at Eger over 13-14 April on “Past and 
Future of Transylvania,” attended by “The 
Transylvanian World Union,” by the “International 
Transylvania Committee,” by “The Society for the 
Protection of Minorities” based in Zurich, as well as by 
numerous members of the Hungarian Democratic Union 
of Romania, headed by Laszlo Tokes, the Press Bureau 
of the National Salvation Front sent a statement to 
“ROMPRES” to be released, saying, inter alia: “The 
feature report made it possible for Romanian televiewers 
to learn about the way in which realities in Transylvania 
are seen and evaluated by those having attended the 
conference. The wording of the theme itself shows an 
orientation counter the spirit of democratic values and 
understandings agreed on at the CSCE meetings. 


Although presented as a scientific event, adds the state- 
ment, the meetings proved to be an occasion for circu- 
lating ungrounded assertions, for mystifying reality, a 
rostrum for revisionist propaganda. 


The National Salvation Front considers it is its holy duty 
to remind those who launch again anti-Romanian theses 
that Transylvania was and continues to be the land on 
which the Romanian people was born through Dacian- 
Roman symbiosis. Any approach ignoring this historical 
truth, geographic reality and cultural identity can lead to 
new tensions, adds the statement. 


Expressing its concern about the circulation of such 
assertions, especially under the form present in the 
communique of the aforesaid meeting, the National 
Salvation Front considers the expression of the stand of 
the Hungarian authorities in this respect would be wel- 
comed. 


Asked if the Romanian Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
intends to express its stands as regards the feature report 
on the conference at Eger on Transylvania, Broadcast on 
3 May 1991 by the Romanian Television, Traian Che- 
beleu, spokesman for the Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
said, inter alia, on 4 May 1991: 


‘It is not necessary for the Ministry of Foreign Affairs to 
take an official stand as regards this meeting, as it was a 
nongovernmental event. It could be easily noticed how 
scientifical® it was. The spokesman underlined that the 
points of view expressed by the participants had nothing 
in common with scientific analysis, they did not take 
into account historical truth, and the reality of today. 


Such meetings make nothing but go counter the efforts of 
improving Romanian-Hungarian relations, and on a 
larger plane, they affect the relations of good neighbour- 
hood in Central and East Europe. We are confident the 
Hungarian Government supports our opinion and does 
not back such events, stressed the spokesman of the 
Romanian Foreign Ministry. 
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Vatra Protests Re-Creation of Hungarian Club 


AU0405211291 Bucharest ROMPRES in English 
1757 GMT 4 May 91 


[Text] Bucharest ROMPRES, 4/5/1991—On learning, 
full of indignation and worry, about the re-creation at 
Brasov of the Society for Hungarian Culture in Transy]- 
vania (EMKE), the Cluj branch of “Vatra Romaneasca”’ 
Union strongly protests against this act of Hungarian 
intellectuals of Romania and Hungary, by which they 
revive a deeply anti-Romanian institution, whose mot 
d’ordre [marching orders] were not to cultivate Hun- 
garian culture but to Magyarize the Romanians in Tran- 
sylvania under the disguise of a cultural mission 
(“Kultur Mission”), reads a protest sent to be released by 
“ROMPRES.” 


‘We feel regret but also indignation to find out that the 
present spiritual and political leaders of the Hungarians 
in Romania are keen on reviving ghosts of the past of 
oppression, institutions and so-called historical tradi- 
tions, wanting by all means to remind Romanians of 
painful things, to touch their national dignity.” “Learn- 
ing of the setting up of this society,”’ reads the protest, 
“the Cluj branch of ‘Vatra Romaneasca’ Union asks 
Romania's government to forbid it without delay. We 
are sure Hungarians will find appropriate forms of 
cultural organisation, without touching the historical 
and national interests of the Romanians.” For being 
cultural indeed, such an action should serve to the same 
extent to the Hungarian ethnics of Transylvania, to the 
Romanian nation they are part of, and to humanity at 
large. 


Intelligence Service Called ‘Second Army’ 


91BA0S98A Bucharest ROMANIA LIBERA 
in Romanian 20-21 Apr 9! pp 1-2 


[Article by Petre Mihai Bacanu] 


[Text] I read the draft bills on Romania’s National 
Security and the Organization and Operation of the 
Romanian Intelligence Service [SRI] once through 
quickly, rubbed my eyes to make sure that I was seeing 
right, then I read them again slowly. 


In the first bill, when I read under Article 15 that the 
General Directorate of Penitentiaries, which belongs to 
the Justice Ministry, may organize “intelligence bodies,” 
I couldn't believe my eyes. So the judicial will also have 
informers. Well done, judicial! 


If you read carefully each article of the two draft bills 
designed to achieve “a state of economic, social, and 
political legality, and peace and quiet” you realize the 
authorities’ contempt for the trust they should have in 
this nation. Trust in such services designed to “protect 
the citizenry” can be lost only once, gentlemen! 


Most of us know that a state of social, economic, and 
political stability is predicated by entirely different fac- 
tors than intelligence services. Such an interpretation of 
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the idea of national security oniy brings to mind the 
totalitarian concept of the state and of power. Do the 
backruptcy of private enterprises, price hikes, shortage 
of certain goods in the market, or strikes not endanger 
Romania's security? However, such occurrences 
endanger the authorities which, under Articles 7, 12, 16, 
21, and 31 of the draft bill on national security have 
created their own security body: the Special Watch and 
Protocol Unit (1.e., the former Sth Directorate), invested 
with all the duties of an intelligence service, including 
the right to conduct preliminary surveillance, with or 
without a warrant from the prosecutor, as indicated in 
articles 12, 21, and 23, something that we must admit 
even the Sth Directorate was not doing. 


Actually, we must point out that the draft bill contains 
more such similarities with the mentality and structures 
of the former Securitate, like those stemming from 
articles 30, 32, 20 paragraph 2, and 24 paragraph 2, 
which obligate the citizens to collaborate with the intel- 
ligence organizations and punish lack of cooperation; 
they also extend these obligations to organizations in the 
private sector, which is not unheard of, but as economic 
activities fall under national security, they may be for- 
bidden to cooperate with foreign firms and to commu- 
nicate certain data to foreign partners and may bar the 
latter's access to economic enterprises on grounds of 
jeopardizing national security. 


At the same time, we note that under Article 4, points 
a-n, the bill lists actions that constitute threats to 
national security that a comparison with the infractions 
against state security in the current Penal Code reveals to 
be the same but ambiguously formulated; that is the case 
with the action defined under Article 4 point j: “attacks 
on a collective, carried out by whatever means.” Conse- 
quently, the attack perpetrated on Easter day against the 
Gypsy bear tamers of Bolintin had a profoundly dam- 
aging effect on national security. 


Another similarity is that the law-framework envisages 
penal regulations, i.e., offenses, as for example those 
featured under Articles 17, 24, and 26. This serves to 
perpetuate the parallel system of incrimination through 
special laws and the Penal Code, something that will not 
contribute to the unity and stability of the penal law as 
should be the case in a state of law. And finally, like in 
the past, employees of intelligence services cited to 
testify in court may make statements touching on their 
actions on the job only with the approval of their 
superiors (Article 37). If to this we add the provisions of 
Article 226 of the Code of Penal Procedure concerning 
the surveillance, opening legal procedures against, and 
arresting military personnel only with the approval of 
their superiors for offenses committed in the exercise of 
their duties, it becomes clear that the personnel of the 
intelligence services 1s not answerable to the judicial that 
claims to be the third power in the state. 


However, the similarity with the former Securitate 
becomes most evident in some of the dispositions of the 
draft bill on the organization and operation of SRI. 
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Thus, according to Article 6, public servants with access 
to secret data, information, or activities or such as are of 
a special importance to national security may be 
appointed only with the approval of SRI. It is clear that 
the entire top echelon of the administration, diplomats, 
foreign trade functionaries, and others will in fact be 
appointed by the SRI, so once again some of the criteria 
employed will be political affiliation, relatives abroad, 
contact with foreigners, etc. So what about the bill on 
basing promotions on professional competence? 


SRI is in charge of guiding and monitoring the imple- 
mentation of dispositions concerning state secrets (Arti- 
cle 8). The BDS [Bureau for Secret Data] all over again? 
Like the former Securitate the SRI oversees foreign trade 
along the lines of ICE [Foreign Trade Enterprise] 
Dunarea for specific interest imports and exports (alleg- 
edly only for specific equipment), approves and moni- 
tors investment projects, decides its own regulations for 
armament and ammunition and for use of cash resources 
(Article 16), has the same central units (Article 27), and 
has its own regulations on promoting military personnel 
in rank and post (Article 32). The personnel, hired only 
in labor groups I and II, gets an allowance of 20 percent 
of the tariff salary, while the SRI director, who is the 
equivalent of a minister, gets a 30 percent allowance 
(Articles 40 and 41); such allowances are not given to 
real category I workers like metal workers or miners, or 
to officers and noncommissioned officers under the 
Ministry of National Defense. 


And that is not all. The pension awarded to the family of 
SRI cadres fallen on duty is equal to the salary, and if 
they had no family their parents receive half of their 
salary; in case of permanent or partial disability the 
cadres receive a pension equal to the salary and a 
one-time bonus in the amount of five times or three 
times their salary (Article 44). Who else enjoys such 
rights in this country? 


And finally, SRI is the country’s second army because it 
can incorporate enlisted troops, has its own recruitment 
unit, and keeps separate records of its active and reserve 
cadres (military and civilian—Article 36). This regula- 
tion was probably introduced in the wake of the 
December 1989 events when the Army joined the Rev- 
olution. The final dispositions of the bill (Article 48) 
stipulate that in case of absolute necessity, when the 
utilization of other means of constraint is not possible, 
guns and weapons other than firearms may be used 
according to legal provisions. 


It is true that the SRI director presents reports to 
Parliament and answers questions by Parliament mem- 
bers, but only if their subject does not affect national 
security. And who decides that? (Article 3). Another 
provision states that SRI does not arrest or interrogate; 
that unpleasant chore !s to be carried out by prosecutors 
specially designated by the prosecutor general (once 
again with SRI approval). The prosecutors may also 
authorize the installation of “bodyguards” for six- 
months periods at customers’ homes, but the original 
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element is that the institution has been privatized: It 
offers antiterrorist protection to anyone on demand and 
at a price (Article 9). In other words, it hires out gorillas 
for lei. 


Honorable Parliament members, when you read the 
draft bills you will undoubtedly discover more hidden 
clauses, but what we want to ask of you is that you come 
up with the right answer to the following question: Who 
are the country’s domestic and foreign enemies now that 
the class struggle has disappeared (we are all wretches), 
the cold war has ended, the issue of the world’s division 
among the superpowers is off the agenda, and our 
integration in Europe is a vital and indispensable 
matter? We cannot live in isolation, so we cannot treat 
people in the west, or east, or north, or south as enemies. 
Consequently, what are the real duties of the intelligence 
organizations? 


To finger those who criticize the government? Everyone 
does so openly, in the press and at meetings! 


To watch those with relatives abroad and foreignerswho 
come to visit relatives? Unnecessary, since we all have 
passports. 


To protect the manufacturing secrets of Romaniar. »rod- 
ucts absent from stores or official statistics on produc- 
tion drops” 


To uncover traitors? But in the past 10-12 years the only 
traitors sentenced by court martials were Mihai Pacepa 
and another seven or eight Securitate officers who fled 
taking secret documents with them. Or perhaps they 
want to bring back the young people who went out into 
the world? 


The stories of foreign agents, iron guardists, and terror- 
ists are passe because neither the old nor the new 
Securitate unearthed any. 


We cannot leave the country without defense and we do 
need a security system that is efficient and modern in its 
concept and working style, but one that realizes that it is 
meant to serve the country, not the power to which it 
actually does a disservice by scaring it with alleged 
“coups” as it did in January 1990, on 13-15 June, and 
most recently on 12 April 1991 when it sounded a 
general alarm on the grounds that the Civic Alliance was 
preparing an attempted coup (can you believe it, an 
announced coup d’etat!). 


Gentlemen of the Parliament, to pass these draft bills as 
they are will mean reviving the Securitate and submit- 
ting the budget to unjustifiable expenses! You bear the 
entire responsibility for the adoption of these laws. 


Why does the “Eyes and Ears” cooperative need an 
army, weapons, and uniforms? Clearly in order to shoot 
at people “as per legal regulations.” Also, gentlemen of 
the Parliament, do remember the terms used in the draft 
bill: SRI is the one that issues “authorizations” and 
“carries Out guidance and monitoring.” And while we 
can understand that it collects information and defends 
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constitutional order, that it protects us from terrorists (at 
a cost), that it wants to be paid “overtime”’ to keep the 
polyclinics, hospitals, medical offices, and clubs of the 
former securitate, and that it wants to have commercial 
firms (by renaming commercial firms run with Securi- 
tate money), we do not understand why SRI should be in 
charge of the “research, design, and production of spe- 
cial equipment.” 


The draft bill also assures us that the files of the former 
Securitate will be taken over by the SRI (if it hasn't 
already done so) and that they may not be consulted 
before 40 years of archive filing. 


And a last question about Mr. Magureanu: Is he still a 
member of the FSN [National Salvation Front], because 
the draft bill stipulates that the SRI director “may not be 
a member of any party or any political or secret organi- 
zation?” 


Mistrust of one’s own people does justify such a draft bill 
(upon parliamentary initiative) just as we ceased to trust 
the innocence of those who talk at us on every channel 
and whom many have begun to fear. You will not have 
the power, gentlemen, if you sow mistrust. 


YUGOSLAVIA 


EC Leaders Postpone Visit Because of Violence 


AU0605133791 Paris AFP in English 1324 GMT 
6 May 91 


[Text] Luxembourg, May 6 (AFP}—European Commu- 
nity (EC) leaders have postponed an official visit to 
Yugoslavia this week because of ethnic violence in the 
Yugoslav republic of Croatia, EC sources said here 
Monday. 


Luxembourg Prime Minister Jacques Santer, whose 
country holds the rotating presidency of the EC, was to 
have visited Yugoslavia on Wednesday and Thursday 
with Jacques Delors, president of the EC’s executive 
commission. 


The two were to meet members of Yugoslavia’s colle- 
giate presidency in Belgrade. A Luxembourg spokesman 
said the visit had been postponed because of “difficulties 
with the date’. He added that no new date had been 
fixed. But the EC sources said the visit no longer had 
““much point” in the atmosphere of ethnic tension fol- 
lowing violent clashes between Serbs and Croatians 
which began last Thursday. 


The official death toll in the fighting, concentrated in n 
the town of Borovo Selo in northern Croatia, was | 5. 


EC foreign ministers decided in March to send a delega- 
tion to Yugoslavia in search of a “democratic” solution 
to ethnic tension and to the drive in the republics of 
Croatia and Slovenia for independence. 


The EC has expressed itself against the splitting up of the 
Yugoslav federation. 
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Changes in SFRY Presidency Discussed 


9]BA0603B Belgrade POLITIKA in Serbo-Croatian 
28 Apr 91 p 7 


[Article by Radivoje Petrovic: ““Mesic Succeeds Jovic as 
Head of SFRY Presidency: More Worries for the Same 
Salary” —first paragraph is POLITIKA introduction] 


[Text] The nervousness felt by part of the Yugoslav 
public because of Stjepan Mesic’s accession as head of 
State is completely unfounded: The president has no 
special authorities whatsoever, unless the Presidency 
decides otherwise; his vote is worth as much as the vote 
vf the others, and he even receives the same salary as the 
other members of the collective head of state. 


This year’s routine change in the top position of the 
SFRY Presidency is eliciting more attention from the 
Yugoslav public than on any previous occasion. The 
overheated political atmosphere throughout the country 
and the fact that Serbia’s representative, Dr. Borisav 
Jovic, will be succeeded at the helm of the collective 
head of state by Stjepan Mesic, Croatia’s representative, 
mean that even the most normal change, regulated by the 
Constitution, is being viewed through the prism of 
current political options on the future of the country and 
of relations between the two largest republics, and 
according to many, the fate of Yugoslavia largely 
depends on an agreement on those relations. 


The reservations felt by part of the Yugoslav public 
about the political activities of Stjepan Mesic, as 
revealed upon his promotion to the post of member of 
the SFRY Presidency in the Yugoslav Assembly, are 
easily explained by noting that in his statements and 
public appearances, he has repeatedly explained and 
interpreted current events with a large dose of cynicism 
and a republican tinge, which in fact goes beyond the 
usual stance of a member of the state Presidency. It is 
true that each of them individually acts on behalf of the 
area that they represent, but Mesic has done so in a way 
that 1s a completely new phenomenon in our political 
domains, not abstaining from extremist judgments, nor 
from “throwing some punches.” Thus, the presence of 
concern that Mesic’s inauguration would mean some 
sort of turning point in the fate of Yugoslavia, especially 
after the heating up of the situation with Serbian- 
Croatian relations, merits explanation in light of the 
rules and norms to which each of the members of the 
collective head of state must submit 


The election of members of the Presidency is regulated 
by the Constitution, and the order in which they serve as 
president is stipulated in the Rules of Order. In mid- 
May, or more precisely at midnight on 15 May, Dr 
Jovic’s mandate expires and he 1s replaced by the 
recently elected representative of Montenegro, Dr 
Branko Kostic, who for the next year will be vice 
president. Next year, if Yugoslavia survives in this form, 
Dr. Kostic would be president, and the representative of 
Vojvodina would hold the post of vice president 
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What If He Doesn't Carry the Vote 


The act of changing the state’s leadership ranks itself is 
ceremoniously performed at a special session, and last 
year’s ceremony was attended by the president of the 
SFRY Assembly, the president of the federal govern- 
ment, and the ministers of the three most important 
cabinet departments in the government—national 
defense, interior, and foreign affairs—as well as by the 
presidents of the republics. It is interesting that the 
members of the SFRY Presidency vote on their new 
president, regardless of the fact that the candidate is 
designated in advance by the order set out in the Rules of 
Order. Although it has never happened that the first 
among equals does not carry the vote, in any event 
neither the Constitution nor the Rules of Order provide 
for such a situation. A simple majority of votes by all 
members of the Presidency is necessary for a decision to 
carry, which means five votes. But since a four to four 
vote is increasingly common behind the closed doors of 
the collective head of state, it is possible that the practice 
of electing the president could experience a simular fate. 
In that case, jurists say, the approach would be to engage 
in a logical and linguistic interpretation of the existing 
provisions, which is in fact what is done in similar 
situations. Otherwise, even if the Presidency ends up in 
this sort of situation, the role of commander-in-chief 
would be assumed until the final election either by the 
vice president or another member of the Presidency, at 
its choosing. 


The interesting aspect of this possible situation 1s 
reflected most of all in the fact that both the framers of 
the Constitution and the authors of the Rules of Order 
limited the role played by republics and their assemblies 
in the election of members of the collective head of state 
Even the Yugoslav parliament only acknowledges the 
republican proposal, so that the voting in the Presidency 
on its one-year chief 1s a true anomaly, which nonethe- 
less offers no answer to the question, “What if he doesn't 
carry the vote?”’ We have seen how after the resignation 
of Dr. Borisav Jovic from the post of president of the 
collective head of state, a similar situation occurred, and 
how the stalemate was broken by additional interpreta- 
tion 


With regard to the question of whether the president of 
the SFRY Presidency has any special mghts and author- 
ities that the others do not have, we sought an answer 
from the secretary general of the Presidency, Anton 
Stari, who performs this duty and explains that the 
president of the SFRY Presidency, acting in the name of 
the Presidency, convenes sessions, presides over them, 
signs official acts, sees to their execution, issues docu- 
ments on the ratification of international agreements, 
accepts diplomatic credentials, and commands the 
armed forces in the name of the Presidency, in keeping 
with the Constitution 


“This provision means that he represents the Presidency 
in this command role, but the decisions made as com- 
mander are the decisions of the Presidency 


Thus, he 
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convenes the Council for National Defense during a state 
of war and under other extraordinary circumstances, and 
in the name of the Presidency he exercises certain rights 
and performs certain duties as authorized by the Presi- 
dency. Two documents that are of a confidential nature 
regulate the personal authorities of the president under 
these circumstances,’ says Anton Star. 


This explanation by one of the most competent people 
involved in the constitutional and legal work of the state 
Presidency itself shows how little maneuvering room 
there is for the first among equals, and thus how little 
possibility there 1s that he will do anything based on his 
own priorities or on the political priorities of the 
republic that the president represents. 


Getting even more specific about the manner in which 
the eight-man body reaches decisions *lso shows how 
malicious the insinuations concerning Dr. Jovic’s soon- 
to-expire mandate have been, and how unfounded the 
fears and plans anticipated with the Mesic’s promotion 
are. 


The basic principle of decisionmaking, explains our 
interlocutor, 1s the principle of consensus. However, 
when this is not possible, which 1s often noted in the 
inarticulate announcements from sessions, a vote 1s 
taken, and five votes are needed for every decision. A 
two-thirds majority 1s necessary only if enacting laws as 
temporary measures, if special sources of funding for the 
needs of national defense under extraordinary circum- 
stances are established, and thus on undertaking changes 
in the Constitution, if a decision 1s being made on a 
proposal to postpone the adoption of some law, on 
deferring the execution of an FEC [Federal Executive 
Council] ordinance because of its political significance, 
prior to promulgation, on proposals for candidates to the 
post of FEC president, on changes in the Rules of Order, 
and on the authorities of the president of the Presidency 
during a state of war, a direct threat of war, and under 
other extraordinary circumstances 


Real Reason for L neasiness 


Thus, based on this interpretation it 1s obvious that the 
nervousness surrounding the supposed uncertainty 
accompanying the change in leadership tn the collective 
head of state 1s unfounded. As the first among equals, the 
president has no special authorities whatsoever, his vote 
is worth as much as the vote of the others, and it 1s 
especially interesting that all the members of the SFRY 
Presidency, including the president, receive the same 
salary. Just as Jovic has done, Mesic too will have to 
carry out and concern himself with much more during 
his upcoming mandate for the same amount of money. If 
Yugoslavia survives, of course 


And it 1s precisely in this reservation that the real 
question and reason for the nervousness of the domestic 
public lies. To what extent will the members of the 
Yugoslav Presidency, regardless of who 1s at the helm, be 
able to find a peaceful solution to the domestic political 
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problems, thus reassuring all of the citizens that they are 
capable of taking maximum advantage of their capacities 
as Statesmen? 


SFRY Presidency Member on Referendum 


91BA0602A Belgrade BORBA in Serbo-Croatian 
25 Apr 91 p 12 


[Interview with SFRY Presidency member Bogic 
Bogicevic, by D.B.; place and date not given: “Bogic 
Bogicevic on Referendum: Not Inciting New Divi- 
sions” —first paragraph is BORBA introduction} 


[Text] All indications are that the people will vote as 
their leaders have suggested, and the entire propaganda 
machine will probably be focused in that direction. It is 
almost certain that this referendum will not solve any 
essential problems in Yugoslavia; rather, it will reaffirm 
divisions observed thus far. 


The referendum on Yugoslavia as a ‘federal state” or a 
“federation of sovereign states” is drawing a great deal of 
attention from both citizens and political people. In a 
short interview with BORBA, SFRY Presidency member 
Bogic Bogicevic says: 


“The referendum is clearly one of the most democratic 
forms of decisionmaking through which citizen-voters 
can directly express their opinion on certain key and 
significant questions concerning the state, the republic, 
the municipal, communal, and local community, and 
economic organization. For every society, including our 
own, it has always been a specific test of democracy, 
because through it the general will of citizens is 
expressed, and it gives complete freedom to a person, as 
an individual, to make up his own mind and freely 
express his opinion on certain problems and relations in 
society. 


“In the overall scheme of things, referendums are used 
primarily to decide on changes in the constitution or 
some key law or other act and decision, while in a case 
where citizens express themselves on questions con- 
cerning the form of government or the sociopolitical 
system, or where it has to do with territonal changes in 
some state, this is called a plebiscite. For this reason, 
when we are talking about the upcoming expression of 
opinion by our citizens concerning the country’s political 
future, it is more accurate to refer to it as a plebiscite.” 


{[D.B.} Yugoslavia has long had constitutional opportu- 
nities for a referendum, but thus far it has not used them 
What can this form of expression of opinion by the 
citizens provide? 


[Bogicevic] Despite the fact that the referendum was 
provided for in all the constitutions, from the 1946 one 
to the current 1974 Constitution, we in Yugoslavia do 
not have a great deal of experience with this type of 
direct democracy. Up to now, it has never been used as 
a means for the citizens to express their opinion, on an 
overall scale, especially concerning such a enormous 


JPRS-EER-91-065 
14 May 1991 


question as the future social structure and existence of 
the country. As far as I know, not one country in the 
world has ever done this, aside from the USSR recently, 
although there the question about which the citizens 
were to express their opinion was phrased quite differ- 
ently, and the goal was to preserve that state within its 
existing borders and as a community of sovereign states. 


The many years of crisis in Yugoslav society clearly 
demand that many problems be solved as quickly as 
possible, in a peaceful, democratic, and constitutional! 
manner. Everything must be done to consolidate the 
country’s political situation as soon as possible and to 
find an acceptable solution for the future constitutional 
organization and structure of the Yugoslav community. 
The fate of Yugoslavia cannot be decided solely by the 
country’s leadership and the narrow government struc- 
ture in the republics. All of our citizens must also be 
consulted about this, even when it is a question of 
expressing an opinion on Yugoslavia as a federation 
(federal state) or confederation (federation of states) 


{[D.B.] In your opinion, what is the political atmosphere 
in which a referendum is being proposed, and what could 
be the consequences of it? 


[Bogicevic] | feel that we have not adequately examined 
all the implications of this type of democratic act, and | 
think that it would be opportune [as published] at this 
moment, when the country is on the verge of civil war 
and when all our nations are divided among themselves 
and squared off against each other, to hold a referendum 
before a minimum of basic assumptions for a tolerant 
and reasonable resolution of the crisis in our society has 
been created, and before the currently uncontrolled 
effusion of national, political, and other emotions and 
fears has been curbed. The current divisions between our 
nations and nationalities, republics and provinces are so 
great and so pronounced that | am afraid that the very 
idea of the referendum would be compromised and that 
it would not reflect the actual will of the population of 
Yugoslavia. 


The question of whether Yugoslavia will be a federation 
of sovereign states or a unified, democratic federal state 
has been politicized to such an extent that it can only 
lead to divisions among the citizens and nations, and it 
is almost certain that this referendum will not solve any 
essential problems in Yugoslavia; rather, it will reaffirm 
divisions and differences observed thus far and serve to 
introduce even greater divisions between citizens and 
nations in our country. In short, all indications are that 
the people will vote as their leaders have suggested, and 
the entire propaganda machine will probably be focused 
in that direction, instead of seeking a solution through a 
rapprochement of views, through synthesis and compro- 
mise between the aforementioned options. 


There is also a real danger that this type of expression of 
opinion by plebescite will result in vigorous polarization 
on a national basis and that we will have an ethnic 
referendum instead of a pan-societal and pan-nationa! 
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referendum. All of us in this country must be aware of 
this, especially in Bosnia-Hercegovina, where the refer- 
endum will probably involve major divisions among the 
citizens with regard to national composition and where 
there will probably be a slight aberration, as was the case 
in the first multiparty elections in our republic. Specific 
registration and classification of the population on a 
national basis—this \.ill happen even in the event that 
only citizens vote on the referendum, because national 
divisions and confrontations between national programs 
have reached such proportions that groupings on a 
national basis cannot be avoided in even one variation. 


[D.B.] If you feel that a referendum could incite new 
divisions in the people, what should be done before it or 
instead of it? 


[Bogicevic] The hurried effort and intention to formulate 
the referendum in the short term, by the end of May, is 
not acceptable; solid preparations should be made for 
this political plebiscite, and fears must be assuaged in 
order that the citizens vote with their intellect and 
according to their own will, and not according to the 
inertia of current politics and the exclusive stances of the 
political leadership in the republics. This ts all the more 
significant because I have the impression that our citi- 
zens and all our nations have not yet been shown ail the 
consequences of a decision in favor of one or the other 
concept, nor the internal and international consequences 
that we will face. 


So that there is no misunderstanding, I emphasized 
earlier that | am in favor of a pan-national expression of 
opinion as the highest form of democracy, and that we 
will certainly have to introduce this type of direct 
democracy into the decisionmaking process on key 
sociopolitical and social questions in the future. But 
under the circumstances in which the crisis has culmi- 
nated, we who lead this country have a historic respon- 
sibility to do everything possible to preserve this state, to 
hold its citizens and nations together, and to maintain its 
sovereignty and territorial integrity. 


Tupurkovski on Nation's Future, Transformation 


91BA0603A Belgrade NEDELJNA BORBA 
in Serbo-Croatian 27-28 Apr 91 p 3 


[Interview with SFRY Presidency member Dr. Vasil 
Tupurkovski by Ljubinka Milincic; place and date not 
given: “Yugoslavia Still Lives Here’’—first paragraph is 
NEDELJNA BORBA introduction} 


[Text] I do not predict the disintegration of Yugoslavia, 
although we will transform it according to the will of the 
citizens. I support the FEC [Federal Executive Council] 
program—and a definition of the rules of the game 
during the transitional period. And that we negotiate our 
common future during this “transitional period” calmly 
and peacefully. 


It is not only not unusual, but also in fact indispensable 
that a member of the collective head of state support 
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peace in this country and peace on earth. But to do so 
outside the institution of which he is a member is not 
exactly an everyday occurrence. In the series of fruitless 
talks and negotiations on the future of Yugoslavia, in the 
series of summits, meetings, traveling companies, and 
Stage appearances by the presidents of our republics, 
scant attention has been given to one initiative launched 
in the south of the country, in Macedonia, in which 
artists and cultural figures from all over Yugoslavia have 
participated, which is unusual enough under present-day 
circumstances. The happening for peace in this country 
and peace on earth was organized by Vasil Tupurkovski, 
a member of the SFRY Presidency, together with a group 
of collaborators and like-minded people. 


Vasil Tupurkovski spoke to NEDELJNA BORBA about 
this campaign, but also about the agitated situation in 
the country. 


Formula Without Signposts 


{[Tupurkovski] The happening in Skopje was a promo- 
tion of the movement in the republic. It was a cultural 
event in which numerous academic and cultural figures 
from all over the country participated. We were joined 
by hundreds of members, sports organizations, and 
individuals. The most significant thing is that they are 
now acting completely autonomously, and that was also 
the goal of this campaign, which was not organized in the 
classical manner; it has no president, no members.... 
There was an initiative to repeat this in other cities in 
Yugoslavia, but unfortunately that is impossible in this 
situation. This is why preparations are being made for a 
European promotion. We have been joined by many 
well-known figures from the cultural and public sphere 
of Europe, and I think that we will be organizing a major 
peace happening during the summer. 


If peace is a precondition for remedying the situation in 
this country—and it is—then the “Peace in This Coun- 
try—Peace on Earth” campaign is a campaign for Yugo- 
slavia. 


{[Milincic] Did you launch this campaign without the 
involvement of the Yugoslav Presidency because the 
presidents of the republics, through their negotiations, to 
a certain extent suspended the Presidency? 


{[Tupurkovski] I must say that part of the agreement 
concerning their meetings was reached by the SFRY 
Presidency at a time when the work of the Presidency 
was blocked by the resignation of President Jovic. The 
idea was that the presidents come up with a new formula 
for resolving the crisis, which proved to be unrealistic, 
because despite their meetings there are no new moves in 
the direction of clearing up the situation. Did they 
intend to suspend the Presidency in this way? I don’t 
know, but I think that this impeded the collapse, even 
though they do not constitute any sort of “super-organ”™ 
or “super-body.” It is essential to note that it has not yet 
been proven that there are any differences whatsoever 
between the president of a republic and the representa- 
tive of that republic in the Presidency. That was an 
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attempt to make progress through a change in method- 
ology, but no progress was made. What is needed are 
changes in the direction of expanding, not narrowing, the 
circle of negotiators. 


| personally have always been in favor of including the 
federal assembly and the multiparty parliaments of the 
republics in the talks. The opposition forces must be 
given the opportunity to articulate their view of the 
solution. This would certainly have an effect on the 
further democratization of the situation, instead of 
making us confront a narrowing of the basis and partic- 
ipants in the negotiations. That has already proven to be 
a bad situation. If there is in fact an effort to suspend the 
Yugoslav Presidency, it is unrealistic. 


Decision Free of Dangerous Lies 


[Milincic] How is it even possible to negotiate when 
you—as both Tudjman and Izetbegovic have stated— 
link the survival of Yugoslavia to Slovenia remaining 
within it? You have stated that if Slovenia goes, so will 
Macedonia.... In addition, Slovenia has a position that is 
much more auspicious than that of Macedonia, which 
sum. neighboring states do not even recognize. 


{Tupurkovski] I have not presented my own personal 
position, but rather the position of the Macedonian 
Assembly. And that position is that the Yugoslav state is 
made up of six republics, and that disturbing this struc- 
ture is not in the interest of Macedonia. That is the exact 
opposite of the theory that some other republic can 
decide on questions that are of interest to Macedonia. 
On the contrary, the republic, by defending its position 
in principle, defends the sovereignty of the state. Unfor- 
tunately, we have grown accustomed to politicizing the 
positions of others, instead of respecting them. This is a 
general and principled position, and not an attitude 
towards other republics, in this case Slovenia. 


Secession is not a problem of recognizing some nation or 
its statehood, because those are real situations. Both 
Slovenia and Macedonia exist because they have terri- 
tory, an organized authority in that territory, and 
authority over the citizens, the inhabitants of that terri- 
tory. In that sense, they exist as states, but the problem 1s 
emerging right now, when the surrounding international 
community, neighbors, and elements of the international 
community do not recognize subjectivity in the sense of 
establishing relations, and in this regard both Macedonia 
and Slovenia have the same problem, or rather anyone in 
Yugoslavia would have it if they were to secede. The 
international community, in an organized way, has quite 
clearly expressed its political position towards potential 
secession by a republic from the Yugoslav community. 


Power Before Civilization 


The aspirations of our neighbors concerning the territory 
of Macedonia represent a problem that we must analyze 
very carefully, but in such a way that we also take into 
account current trends, European trends, European aspi- 
rations, concerning the inviolability of borders, national 
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rights, the creation of a democratic order, all of which 
together represents a guarantee of sovereign decision- 
making. | emphasize that sovereign decisionmaking does 
not automatically mean dispersion of the Yugoslav com- 
munity, or secession and independence; rather, it means 
the right to make decisions based on an assessment of 
objective indicators of societal, social, and national 
conditions. In this sense, a potential decision by Mace- 
donia must come after complete and totally clear infor- 
mation has been provided to the citizens, without any 
barriers or limits whatsoever. There is no substitute for 
the act of a definitive decision in the sense of parlia- 
ments, political parties, heads of state, or any other 
representative; rather, the citizens simply must decide 
and moreover defend the right to make decisions free 
from the threat of manipulation, from the threat of 
disinformation, from misrepresentations of the future. 


[Milincic] The question of Slovene secession and the 
consequences of that act are no longer abstract in any 
sense. A date for “separation” has even been set. You 
will have the opportunity then to keep your word. 


{Tupurkovski] Yes. At this point, Slovene secession can 
only be a political declaration. It has no other real 
significance, because even Slovenia itself is insisting on 
an agreement with the others concerning the modality of 
this new status. 


It is indispensable to achieve the maximum correct 
attitude towards the sovereignty of the republics on the 
one hand, while on the other hand the maximum correct 
attitude towards the common interests that up to now 
have been fixed on the Yugoslav federal level and that 
cannot be ignored by anyone, not even Slovenia, but that 
can be organized in a modern and contemporary manner 
that will be acceptable to everyone in Yugoslavia and 
that will not diverge from overall civilized trends, espe- 
cially European trends. 


I do not predict any real changes in Slovenia after the 
June events. 


[Milincic] Regardless of how much this act had declara- 
tive significance, it is known that even now the federa- 
tion is not functioning. No one is respecting the rules, the 
SFRY Constitution is being violated... 


[Tupurkovski] The worst thing of all would be if we, 
through our real transformation, spoil the future for 
normal and correct relations in our country, because if 
we do not remain fully committed to a negotiated 
resolution of the Yugoslav crisis, then it will be impos- 
sible to avoid a very radical and dramatic outcome in 
Yugoslavia. We are also talking here about interethnic 
relations, in mixed, multinational settings, about a very 
or relatively low level of human and national rights, and 
for this reason I do not see any alternative to negotia- 
tions and dialogue. There 1s no alternative to this nego- 
tiation process, it must be promoted and democratized, 
and the new legitimacy of the parties to the negotiations 
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must be :ncorporated into them as much as possible, 
including the federal assembly and the republican par- 
laments. 


The FEC formula, the so-called eleven-plus-three 
package, must ensure that during the transitional period 
we define relations, which does not rule out the possi- 
bility that one or more Yugoslav republics will leave or 
become independent. It is in this context that the 
package should be regarded, although we must also 
adopt a critical attitude towards it and examine it 1n its 
entirety and in terms of each of its individual measures. 
This is the way in which the negotiating process can 
survive, and in which we can defend our young and 
fragile democracy in a dramatic situation that is not at all 
well-disposed towards it. Every intensification of inter- 
republic confrontation, as the past few months have 
shown, only strengthens the political hard line in the 
republics. It 1s essential at this time to determine whether 
any concrete interest can be superior to the general 
civilized, long-term interests of our republics, or rather 
of our citizens. I advocate exposing struggles for power 
that stress concrete as well as personal interests and place 
them in the forefront of all our environments. They must 
be exposed and transferred to the domain of normal 
parliamentary life, where authority is exercised through 
verification by the citizens, not by proclaiming one’s 
Own interests to be the interests of the citizens and then 
superimposing on these projected interests a power 
structure that completely ignores them. 


[Milincic] Many people believe that the essence of the 
Yugoslav conflict is in fact the conflict between Serbs 
and Croats. The real negotiators are Tudjman and 


Milosevic, which relegates the others to the role of 


extras... 


inopportune Visit 


[Tupurkovski] Objectively speaking, one of the prob- 
lems, and at the same time a potential source of resolu- 
tion, 1s the Serb-Croat relationship. That is an objective 
fact, and there is no need to say very much about that 
here. But imposing this problem as the central one in fact 
represents a usurpation both of the negotiating process 
and of the possible or potential mode! for relations 
between equal, sovereign republics. Then it becomes 


very clear why it is very important to the presidents of 


these republics and to the broad-based political structure 
to encourage such a situation. 


I would discourage this absolutization of relations in this 
country, as if everything revolved around Serb-Croat 
relations, and would insist on a formula that incorpo- 
rates all subjects—if we are truly committed to a demo- 
cratic Outcome and equal rights. Since this is not the 
case, it 1s obvious that these two presidents are devel- 
oping their own positions in the realm of the central 
Serb-Croat question. 
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[Milincic] One of them recently agitated the Macedonian 
public by a visit to Greece. There has even been specu- 
lation about secret meetings with Micotakis, concerning 
a partition of Macedonia... 


[Tupurkovski] Serbia has an inviolable mght to build up 
its international communication structure, and in this 
sense no comment can be made about President 
Milosevic’s visit. To me, however, the concrete political 
dimension of that visit was unacceptable during a time 
when the entire strategy of relations towards Macedonia 
and the Macedonian nation is being radicalized in 
Greece in a negative way. This was not the mght moment 
for the visit. There is an enormous number of questions 
being raised, and ultimately President Milosevic has not 
provided any answers. 


{Milincic] Do you even believe in the possibility of such 
talks” 


{Tupurkovski] I do not believe in the possibility of 
realizing such talks, but given the poor quality of rela- 
tions that we currently have with Greece and, unfortu- 
nately, with the Serbian leadership as well, a person 
cannot have an utterly calm approach to this dimension 
of international communication, which otherwise is 
acceptable in principle. 


{Milincic] Surely this quality of relations is not due in 
part to the existence of an obvious degree of anti-Serbian 
bias in Macedonia? 


{Tupurkovski] I think that that observation of an anti- 
Serbian attitude in Macedonia is unavoidable, but that it 
is an oversimplified observation. What we are talking 
about is an attitude towards the policy of the Serbian 
leadership, not towards the Serbian people. There is long 
continuity in the position of the Serbian leadership 
towards various questions of Serbian-Macedonian rela- 
tions which simply inflates this dose of anti-Serbian bias. 
For years, we have witnessed silence or a reserved 
attitude by Macedonia towards this policy. Now, there 1s 
no place for this, because there are vital interests at stake 
that do not threaten Serbian interests, so that the Serbian 
position cannot be interpreted any other way than as a 
negative aspiration by Serbian policy, or rather the 
leadership, towards Macedonia 


For me, based on data and concrete manifestations, one 
must inevitably observe that the liabilities in these 
relations are linked to the policy of the Serbian leader- 
ship. This is not a call for disqualifying that leadership, 
but rather for realism in policy, the acceptance of the 
vital interests of Macedonia not only as legitimate, but 
also as the only possible options in the development of 
Macedonian-Serbian relations. Aspirations contrary to 
Macedonian interests will not be of help to any Serbian 
policy, and are in direct conflict with the interests of the 
Serbian people. 


[Milincic] But it takes two to quarrel.... 
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{Tupurkovski] I have always been completely open in 
noting problems that strain these relations, in both a 
critical and a self-critical way. Based on these relations, 
there is an uncritical diffusion of anti-Serbian attitudes 
with regard to the policy of the Serbian leadership, but it 
is very difficult to exercise control over the nuances of 
that attitude. Believe me, the range of information that 
we have, the political declarations, and the economic 
and political crisis, under the conditions that we have in 
Macedonia, simply do not allow for any other attitude. 


[Milincic] The negotiations of the future of the country 
are dragging on, the crisis is deepening, and the leader- 
ship is increasingly callir g for a popular revolt. There are 
even attempts to solve problems using weapons.... Is 
there any end to this? 


{Tupurkovski] I think that we also have to create condi- 
tions for accepting the length of these negotiations. They 
will not be of short duration. I also do not predict the 
disintegration of Yugoslavia, although we will transform 
it according to the will of the citizens. I support the FEC 
program, and a definition of the transitional period with 
the rules of the game. And that we negotiate our future 
relations calmly and peacefully on this consolidated 
basis that is known as the transitional period. It is certain 
that will not define these relations overnight. 


Tudjman Statement on Croatian Borders Scored 


91BA0602C Belgrade NIN in Serbo-Croatian 19 Apr 91 
p2l 


[Article by Milo Gligorijevic: ‘““Tudjman’s Epochal *Dis- 
coveries””’] 


[Text] Mr. Franjo Tudjman has once again mistreated 
the schoolteacher of life. 


This doctor of science, historian, head of the Republic of 
Croatia, and former general under Broz, shocked us with 
his “scientific insights.” He said that the Ustashis killed 
a total of 30,000 people in Jasenovac. He subsequently 
said that Croatia entered into the Yugoslav federation 
with borders that “extended” as far as Zemun, “and 
even Boka was part of Croatia.” 


A smug Tudjman announced his first discovery before 
the cameras of Croatian television, concerning the 50th 
anniversary of the formation of Pavelic’s “Divine 
State.” 


He brought the second discovery with him to Brdo kod 
Kranja, to the meeting of the heads of the Yugoslav 
republics, and offered it to numerous journalists. 


[ wonder what they will say now at the World Jewish 
Congress and at Yad Vashem, the Jerusalem holocaust 
museum, where documentation on hand proves that 
35,000 Jews were killed in Jasenovac. Will Tudjman 
perhaps send an apology to Jewish organizations, saying 
that 35,000 members of the religion of Moses were in 
fact killed at Jasenovac? How will he then reconcile this 
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admission with his “insights”? How will he defend his 
allegation that a figure of ‘*30,000 is objective”? Does he 
intend to argue that not a single Serb was killed in 
Jasenovac?! 


I think that Tudjman, the politician, will lead Tudjman, 
the scientist, into an increasing inauspicious position. 
Tudjman the historian already receives the ‘“acknowl- 
edgment” to which he is entitled. The branch of the 
People’s Party in Kotor issued a statement concerning 
the usurpation of Boka Kotorska in which it says, “If Mr. 
Tudjman is constructing a concept of Croatian territory 
on the ruins of the Austro-Hungarian monarchy, does 
that mean that we can expect a declaration that Vienna 
was part of Croatia in 1918?” 


I feel that this clever repartee is the best thing for this 
occasion and for this person. An angry response would 
be far less effective. Moreover, one must show under- 
standing for a historian who wants to be a politician (and 
vice versa), because he probably has no time to concern 
himself with facts. 


In fact, it is possible that Tudjman does not even know 
that the Croats lost their own state at the end of the | 1th 
century and that, by all accounts, their last king, Dmitar 
Zvonimir, perished in 1089 at the Knin field of Kosovo. 
His death, according to an old Croatian chronicle, came 
while he was rousing the people to undertake a crusade 
against the Seljuks—complying with the desires of Pope 
Urban II and Byzantine Emperor Alexius. The same 
chronicle (which was written a considerable time after 
his death and is not a reliable historical source) contains 
his deathbed oath directed at “the disloyal Croats,” his 
subjects: “*... that the greater Croats never have rulers of 
their own language, but that they always be subjugated to 
someone else’s language!” 


After Zvonimir’s death, Hungarian kings claimed a 
hereditary right to Croatia, and Croatia never again had 
its own state—up until modern times. In 1712, the 
Croatian nobility recognized the hereditary rights of the 
Habsburg dynasty, and for two centuries the Croats 
followed orders from Vienna. Under Austria-Hungary 
(after 1867), their lands were a crown possession, as was 
Dalmatia, and Croatia was a semiautonomous territory 
of Hungary. 


In addition, Croatia did not unite with Serbia and 
Montenegro in 1918. The state that was united was 
created provisionally on the ruins of Austria-Hungary by 
the Slovenes, Croats, and Serbs who up to then were 
Austro-Hungarian subjects. 


Here is how the events transpired at the time: 


On 20 July 1917, Nikola Pasic and Ante Trumbic signed 
the Corfu Declaration, which stated the following, word 
for word: “Above all, the representatives of the Serbs, 
Croats, and Slovenes repeat and most decisively empha- 
size that this, our three-named nation, is one by blood, 
by both spoken and written language, in its sense of 
unity, in its continuity and the integral territory on 
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which it indivisibly lives, and in the common vital 
interests of its national existence and of the versatile 
development of its moral and material life.” 


Representatives of the Serbian, Croatian, and Slovene 
political parties and societies in Austria-Hungary, antic- 
ipating the impending collapse of the empire, formed the 
National Council in Zagreb, empowered to represent “‘all 
three parts of the nation.” At the end of October 1918, a 
Croatian Assembly was convened in Zagreb that recog- 
nized the authority of the National Council. Finally, on 
| December 1918, the following address by the National 
Council was read in Belgrade before the heir apparent to 
the throne, Alexander Karageorgevic: 


“The Slovenes, Croats, and Serbs who conducted the 
revolution on the territory of the former Austro- 
Hungarian monarchy and provisionally established an 
independent national state, imbued with the ideal of 
national unity and trusting in the great principle of 
democracy, which demands that each nation decide its 
own destiny for itself, have already declared in the 
proclamation by the National Council of 19 October that 
they wish and intend to join with Serbia and Montenegro 
in a unified national state of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes, 
which would comprise the entire uninterrupted ethno- 
graphic territory of the South Slavs. In order to fulfill this 
idea, the National Council resolved at its meeting of 24 
November to declare the unification of the state of 
Slovenes, Croats, and Serbs with Serbia and Montenegro 
into a unified state, and it elected its delegation to appear 
before Your Royal Highness in order to officially and 
solemnly inform you of this resolution by the National 
Council.” 


These are irrefutable facts. 


Why does Dr. Tudjman now pretend that Croatia in 
1918 extended as far as Zemun? Which Croatia? Has the 
doctor not confused his dates? Was he not thinking of 
1941 and the borders of the Independent State of 
Croatia, Pavelic’s “Divine State,” the anniversary of 
which he marked with the shocking allegation that the 
Ustashis killed only 30,000 people in Jasenovac?! 


Dr. Franjo Tudjman is a scientist who will transform 
history into hysteria. 


Croatia’s New Criminal Code Termed ‘Repressive’ 


91BA0479B Belgrade BORBA in Serbo-Croatian 
l Apr 91 p8 


[Interview with attorney Silvije Degen by S. Modric; 
place and date not given: “Whether Croatia’s New 
Criminal Code Is Really a ‘Law for the Protection of the 
State: Horror for Opposition’”’} 


{Text} It 1s evident that the authorities in Croatia, in 
their inability to resolve the urgent political problems of 
the day in another way, are reaching for criminal code- 
based legal repression. 
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Avid wordsmiths of ironic political neologisms recently 
demonstrated once again, on the occasion of the Modi- 
fication and Amendment of the Criminal Law of the 
Republic of Croatia, a talent for quick reaction. While 
those doing the proposing from the government of 
Croatia, as well as a partisan majority in the parliament 
were defending this interference with the criminal code 
with argumentation from “the most modern scope of 
criminal law scholarship in the developed world,” 
someone from the minority bloc of those opposed imme- 
diately declared this Criminal Law being “driven 
through” as a “law for the protection of the state.” In 
critical circles, the new law was for the most part 
reproached as a tough reaction by the government, 
mainly to the Knin syndrome of guerrilla-style rebellion 
against legal authorities in their home republic, and the 
poorly concealed intention of the author to restrain, and 
then sanction “different political opinion,” was also 
noted 


Deterrence of Political Opponents 


It is interesting to recall that no one among the oppo- 
nents showed any sympathies toward the illegal estab- 
lishment of the Knin state within the state of Croatia, 
nor did any deny the need for Croatia to be protected 
from terrorism, espionage, blockading of traffic and 
“oppositions” accompanied by the help of arms. The 
objections were based on the position that criminal law, 
as one of the foundations of the legal system in every 
country, cannot be modelled after political problems of 
the day, nor should Croatian sovereignty be protected 
through legal deterrence of political opponents. 
Unlawful proceeding in SAO Krajina, asserted the critics 
of the law, can be rendered ineffective in simple fashion 
so that individual acts are declared illegal and the 
opposition, whether far right or far left, must be toler- 
ated so long as it says whatever it likes but does not play 
around with force and arms. 


These argumer.ts, which Dr. Viskovic most energetically 
presented in the parliament, were not accepted and the 
law was adopted. although it is not yet known how its 
provisions will be applied, we asked the well known 
attorney Silvije Degen for commentary. 


[Modric] In your judgment do the modifications and 
amendments to the KZH [Penal Code of Croatia] trans- 
form that law into a special kind of code concerning the 
protection of the state? 


[Degen] | think that is too crude a comparison, although 
I have a series of criticisms concerning some of its 
provisions, and especially on its being passed via emer- 
gency proceedings and without any consultation with 
expert public opinion. Criminal law encroaches on the 
most sensitive areas of the lives of citizens, their free- 
doms and rights, and so in democratic countries it is a 
principle that criminal laws undergo extensive prepara- 
tion, with public hearings and broad consultations with 
legal experts, and, of course, regular procedures. In our 
case, it was handled exactly the other way round, which 
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cannot be bringing the authorities in Croatia any demo- 
cratic cachet although they do so like to and frequently 
do boast about democracy. 


{Modric}] You say that it is too crude to consider the 
KZH as a law concerning the protection of the state. 
Now then, it is well known that being incorporated into 
the KZH there are, indeed, 13 new criminal acts, by 
which the Croatian state is protecting itself. 


[Degen] Per the provisions of the law, the illegal change 
in the organization of local administration and self- 
management, or governmental administration in the 
Croatian Republic, and then in addition failure to carry 
out an order of one’s superior, must be considered as 
new criminal acts. And as you said, the 13 criminal acts 
fit into the defense of the constitutional organization of 
Croatia, its territorial wholeness and independence, as 
well as the representatives of its state organs. And 
indisputably among these 13 are criminal acts included 
in all modern criminal codes, that is to say those that 
provide sanctions against armed rebellion, terrorism, 
subversion, sabotage. It is necessary to emphasize that 
through this law repressive punishment is strengthened, 
namely, the maximum period of prison sentences is 
raised for several criminal acts, among which are those 
committed against public order and legal interchange, 
spreading of false rumors, poor work in public service, 
and so forth. It is certain that all of that is to a great 
extent conditioned by our immediate political situation. 
The stiffening in punishment, and the quantity of new 
charges stand out in the world from the accepted trend 
toward reducing the number of criminal acts in these 
realms and to mitigating repressive punishment. 


Unclear and Overly Broad Formulation 


{Modric] Do you have the impression that in the section 
of provisions reacting to the Knin rebellion, this law can 
be compared with the legislative reaction in the past of 
Serbian authorities to the Kosovo situation? 


[Degen] It is evident that the authorities in Croatia, in 
their inability to resolve the urgent political problems of 
the day in another way, are reaching for criminal code- 
based legal repression. That type of reaction to the 
forming of the so-called SAO Krajina means a raising of 
local political problems to the leve! of universal criminal 
acts. Similar reactions of the authorities in Serbia to the 
urgent problem of Kosovo, because of corresponding 
methods, encountered harsh public objections. Also, in 
Serbia new criminal acts were brought in because of the 
Kosovo crisis, and one of the most contentious was, as 
best I can recall, the so-called “rape of nationalistic 
motives.” 


{[Modric] Do you think that with the power of the new 
criminal law in Croatia it will be possible to persecute 
even the author of a scholarly, journalistic work or 
political program by which there is an “attempt to bring 
the Croatian Republic into a position of subjugation to 
or dependence on another state’’? Is it in fact, from now 
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on, forbidden to support, let us say, the unification of 
Croatia with Austria, or Croatia being in a unitary 
Yugoslavia? 


[Degen] There are many criminal acts that are unclearly 
and too broadly formulated and for which there is 
neither detailed operational implementation, nor pre- 
cisely described punitive consequences. It is evident that 
the legal formulations—such as “he who attempts to 
bring the Croatian Republic into a position of subjuga- 
tion to or dependence on another state,” or “consider- 
able” disturbance among a “very great’ number of 
citizens, or a “breakdown in communications and man- 
agement or in normal life arising from spreading of false 
rumors’’—make flexible reading of the ordinance and a 
variety of interpretations possible. Such provisions make 
not just potential opponents of the government but also 
citizens subject to the government’s “higher”’ political 
interests of the day. Thus they become a potential 
“trophy” of arbitrary judgment and the basic right to 
equality before the law and true security are denied. 


{Modric}] What changes in the KZH do you approve of? 


[Degen] In the first place I support the repeal of the death 
penalty, after that the wiping out of the property confis- 
cation penalty, which anyhow has always affected the 
family more than the person convicted. The KZ [Penal 
Code] of Yugoslavia was changed along those lines in 
1990. Also, it is good that in Croatia’s criminal code 
liability is eliminated for so-called ‘‘extenuating circum- 
stances,” a worthy subject once again of last year’s KZJ 
[Penal Code of Yugoslavia] short story. 


[Box, p 8] 


For Whom Is the Bomb? 


{Modric] How does the KZH treat an attack on the 
sovereignty of Croatia, in relation to Yugoslavia? 


{Degen} It seems to me that the lawmaker went on a 
logically mistaken premise: that an attack on the sover- 
eignty of Croatia would ensue from a perpetrator who 
would not simultaneously also attack the sovereignty of 
the SFRY. That type of logic could lead to absurd 
Situations in trial practice, because both Yugoslavia’s 
criminal code and Croatia’s criminal code criminalize 
armed insurrection, sabotage, terrorism, and so on. How 
are we, therefore, to treat the planting of a bomb in a 
hotel on the Adriatic? Is that kind of act aimed against 
Croatia, or against Yugoslavia, or against both simulta- 
neously? Under which law would the perpetrator be 
answerable, and will we try him for one act as if it were 
two, under the KZH and KZJ? 


[Box, p 8] 
Without a Lying Veil 


{[Modric] The “description” of the criminal act of 
spreading false rumors is changed in a basic way. Why? 
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[Degen] Under the legal definition up to now, for the 
commitment of this act it was necessary that there was 
an “intention” of disturbing a very large number of 
citizens, hence direct conception, in other words— 
premeditation. Now intention is left out, by which the 
criminal scope is significantly expanded. Although pre- 
viously this act did not fall under so-called political 
criminal acts, even in the past it often had political 
connotations. Frequently it was thought that the govern- 
ment reached out for the aforementioned criminal act 
when because of domestic or foreign public opinion, it 
wanted to avoid open confrontation with political dissi- 
dents, charging them with political criminal acts. Now, 
in my opinion, this criminal act has lost its lying veil and 
is exposed as a criminal act for frightenting political 
opponents. Also, whether or not it is because of those 
very intentions (!), there is threatened and harsher pun- 
ishment. 


Slovenia Adopts Bills Preparing for Independence 


LD0405 164191 Belgrade TANJUG in English 
1529 GMT 4 May 91 


[Text] Ljubljana, May 4 (TANJUG)} —The government 
of the Yugoslav Republic of Slovenia today approved a 
“package” of bills which, when passed, will open the way 
for Slovenia to move towards full independence, as 
Slovene prime minister Lojze Peterle told a news con- 
ference today. 


The bills mainly pertain to the banking system, internal 
affairs, citizenship, passports, and the defense of state 
borders, which are to be transferred from the jurisdiction 
of federal authorities to that [word indistinct]. 


The Slovene Assembly is to decide on the “package” of 
bills next week. Slovene Prime Minister Lojze Peterle 
expects that the assembly will at the same time decide to 
institute proceedings for the republic’s dissociation from 
Yugoslavia at the federal level, and thus fulfil the will of 
the Slovene people expressed in a referendum, as he set 
out. 


Markovic Deemed ‘Slovenia’s No. One Enemy’ 
AU0405171191 Ljubljana DELO in Slovene 20 Apr 91 
pl 


{Commentary by Janko Lorenci: ““Markovic’s Telephone 
Calls” 


[Text] It no longer pays to waste words about Markovic’s 
program. This is only an empty string of words separated 
from real time and space. 


For some time, this smiling man was at least a political 
stabilizer. At least from the Slovene point of view, he has 
now become the very opposite. 


The main reason for this lies in his complete inability to 
adjust, or, as paradoxical as it may sound, in his com- 
plete ability to adjust. About his inability to adjust: 
Markovic simply would not admit that this is the end of 
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the kind of Yugoslavia in which he would like to reign. 
About his ability to adjust: Markovic changes his pro- 
gram, allies, and means, only to remain in power. This 
power and his role in it is the only constant value to 
which he adjusts everything. 


This adjustable inadjustability has under present cir- 
cumstances turned him into Slovenia’s number one 
enemy. The matter is in fact simple: Only Slovenia really 
wants to leave, and the premier wants to keep Yugo- 
slavia together and to do so by all means, because he will 
also perish if it does. He does have some means to do 
this: the support of the Yugoslav People’s Army [JLA], 
the support of the West, economic instruments, repub- 
lican mutual disagreements, inflation.... He is ready to 
use all these means without hesitation. 


Is this an exaggeration? 


Let us, rather, list some facts: the well-known convoy 
statement (and its false denial); the closing of eyes before 
Serbian racism in Kosovo; his agreeing with any broad- 
ening of the JLA’s powers; his statement upon returning 
from London—a dry reply to the question about what 
Slovenia’s secession may entail: “That will not happen.” 


There are also his telephone conversations, also after 
London. He called Kucan, Tudjman, and Gligorov, 
threatened, but also offered the bait: I will help you hold 
your heads above water if you will work with me against 
the remaining three presidents. Shall we bet that he made 
the same offer to those three as well? 


These calls are the very essence of the present Markovic. 


Next week Slovenia should certainly demand that he 
step down!! 


Interview With Slovene Leaders Kucan and Rupel 


91BA0542A Ljubljana MLADINA in Slovene 2 Apr 91 
pp 10-13 


[Interview with Milan Kucan, president of the Slovene 
Presidency, and Dr. Dimitriye Rupel, Slovene foreign 
secretary, by Melita Zajc; place and date not given: 
“Hundred Days of the Plebiscite’’] 


[Text] 


Plebiscitary Decision 

{[Kucan] The plebiscitary decision is an obligation that 
must be fulfilled. It is possible in two ways. The first is a 
way which does not take into account the realities in 
Europe and Yugoslavia, and is consequently much 
riskier than is objectively necessary. The second way ts 
to reach, if not agreement, then at least understanding 
for that Slovene decision; this will make easier many 
actions that are necessary in order for Slovenia to live the 
life of an independent, sovereign European state. This, 
of course, means that the goal is not the creation of a 
national state sufficient unto itself; this is instead merely 
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a Starting point and a condition for Slovenia's participa- 
tion on an equal basis in European integration processes. 


[Zajc] When will it happen? 


{Kucan] The official deadline is mid-year. By then, it will 
be necessary to declare, either by agreement or a unilat- 
eral decision, that Slovenia 1s what was decided in the 
plebiscite. | am not an advocate of competing with dates; 
that competition is staged by people who do not have 
any real idea of everything that has to be prepared and 
what sort of risk is associated with not taking into 
account either Yugoslav or European realities. We 
decided that we would implement this, but we must also 
know what will happen after it is done. Things are 
anything but simple, and it is necessary to prepare them 
differently, not with incompetent and dilettantish 
caprice, which Yugoslav and Slovene politics have 
already been so full of, but at the same time this requires 
competent and very responsible conduct on the part of 
the Slovene authorities: the government, the Assembly 
leadership, and the Presidency. 


{Rupel] There can be no deviation from this. If what the 
plebiscite decided is not carried out, the government will 
have to fall. By 23 June, Slovenia has to prepare every- 
thing necessary on the formal, legal, legislative, and also 
organizational! levels, for Slovenia to assume the func- 
tions possessed by all normal states. Since I have been 
here, we have not done anything else but strive to have 
the package contain all those elements, and I think that it 
is ready. The condition for Slovenia's being internation- 
ally recognized and taking its place as a normal state on 
the European map is, above all, the actual effective 
authority that the Slovene authorities and institutions 
must have over the territory of the present Republic of 
Slovenia. That also means control in the area of defense 
and the defense complex. It is also necessary to be aware 
that international recognition does not depend just upon 
us, but also upon other states, and here, of course, we are 
undertaking something in which there are several 
unknowns 


Yugoslavia 


[Zajc] At a press conference after the meeting in Split, 
you told journalists that more patience and more ques- 
tions were needed in order for it to be shown what was 
going on. What would be shown? 


{[Kucan] It would be shown what we are actually fighting 
about in Yugoslavia, because it is not clear to our public, 
and even less to the international public, what we are 
fighting about—why this is not a happy country of 
satisfied people and peoples, why they want to separate, 
and what it 1s actually all about. It would be shown that 
the kind of Yugoslavia that has existed 1s desired prima- 
rily by the people heading Serbian politics, because they 
do not know, cannot, and are not willing to see solutions 
to the Serbian national question, which is a serious 
problem, in any other way than, as they say, one state 
that is designed to solve the Serbian national question, 
and that is consequently built only on relationships that 
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ensure the hegemony of the interests of that people. This 
is essentially the policy that has destroyed Yugoslavia. 


[Zajc] What else will happen in these negotiations? 


{[Kucan] What can still happen is greater or lesser benev- 
olence toward Slovenia’s intention, which no one 
opposes in principle, but there are different views about 
whether and how it is possible to implement the seces- 
sion of Slovenia without hurting the interests and most 
of all the rights of other republics and peoples. We want 
to arrange our own relations with others, to fulfill the 
obligations that we have to others, to the federal institu- 
tions, including the Army, and we want to take our part 
of the debt with us, and certainly our part of the 
rights—not just material ones, but also those that are the 
most sensitive, i.e., the rights that affect the international 
legal continuity of our present joint state. This will make 
it easier for us to obtain international recognition, inde- 
pendent status, and equal access to the integration pro- 
cesses that are occurring in the world today. It is there- 
fore not true that the process of disintegration in 
Yugoslavia is an anachronism in view of the processes 
occurring in Europe. I am convinced that it is the same 
process, and it is only that in Yugoslavia it is occurring 
after a certain delay. 


[Rupel] It seems that we are addressing our appeal for 
our independence to foreign states, and telling the West, 
“Rescue us from the embrace of Yugoslavia.”’ For the 
West, however, the problem is Yugoslavia with Kosovo, 
with the Croatian-Serbian dispute, with all those prob- 
lems, and they want to solve the problem of Yugoslavia. 
It is not just that they explain this to us everywhere we 
go; we have also recognized that the Slovene problem can 
only be solved through agreement. It is clear that we have 
a right to self-determination; no one is opposing us on 
that. Nevertheless, some politicians here, and in parlia- 
ment as well, fail to understand and think that we should 
just say that we are independent, and that we have 
seceded; this, however, would not get us anything but 
more paper. Our position has to be changed in actuality, 
and in order for that to happen, some agreement has to 
be reached in Yugoslavia. One possibility that we pro- 
posed is separation, which would be discussed by the six 
presidents. I think that that formula is very difficult. It is 
not a conflict between Slovenia and Yugoslavia, but a 
conflict between Slovenia and Croatia, Slovenia and 
Serbia...it comes to around 30 conflicts, if I remember 
correctly. That cannot be resolved at once. That is why | 
think that in the end it will be necessary to swallow the 
bitter pill and reach an agreement with non-Slovenia as 
a whole. The formula of separation is the fairest and 
most moral and smart, but it is extremely difficult. That 
is why I think that it will be necessary to simplify it in 
several steps. At any rate, we must arrive at what that 
formula means, i.e., an agreement On separation or an 
agreement on a different form of coexistence in Yugo- 
slavia. If we unilaterally agree with Yugoslavia that it 
will let us out, and if we reach an agreement with all the 
others, possibly with each one individually, that will be a 
new situation that the world will be able to digest. If we 
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secede, however, with the issue of the Army, the issue of 
foreign policy, the issue of the economy, the monetary 
issue, and a hundred thousand things still unresolved— 
just as they are—we will only embarrass a large number 
of states, which will say, “Sorry, but we cannot recognize 
you at this moment,” and then we can wait for 10 years. 
There are a number of states that have done it that way, 
and the Slovenes cannot afford to be in the position of 
having formally seceded, but with no one actually 
wanting to have normal relations with us or with our 
having ties with some more exotic states. We are now 
facing a decision on actually separating; I think that it 
will be next week or in a few weeks. We cannot do 
without reaching an agreement with Yugoslavia, and 
probably with all of the non-Slovene republics. 


Borders 
[Zajc] Did you see Tudjman’s map? 
{[Kucan] Tudjman’s? 


[Zajc] Yes. He is said to have prepared a proposal for 
new borders in Yugoslavia. 


{[Kucan] No, I did not see it, and he also never mentioned 
to me where those maps would appear, in what other 
part of the country. 


[Zajc] Will the borders of an independent Slovenia 
remain unchanged? 


{[Kucan] If we want to be welcome in the European 
family of peoples, we have to accept European standards. 
As far as borders are concerned, the standard is the 
Helsinki document. I do not see that any border any- 
where would be disputed. The sea border is undefined, 
and that is a problem, but elsewhere it is just as it 1s in 
Europe; it is necessary to define whether a problem exists 
and whether it is possible to solve it by an agreement or 
not. Our starting point, however, is that Slovenia recog- 
nizes the borders as they are. 


[Rupel] Any illusion that it is possible to change the 
borders would be an additional problem for us, or even 
a barrier to what we want to do. I think that there is no 
sense at all in talking about it; in this regard it is 
necessary to respect the Helsinki principle, which also 
applies to the internal borders in Yugoslavia. Serbia does 
not accept it, but we do not have borders with Serbia. | 
would be very unhappy if any utopian ideas about 
changing any borders came into vogue, or if someone 
were too hasty and wanted to improve something in this 
regard. 


Austria 


[Zajc] Should the tying of the new Slovene monetary unit 
to the Austrian schilling also be understood as a sign of 
our approaching Austria? 


{[Kucan] I would not say that it had any ideological or 
historical, reminiscent basis. Austria is a country with 
which we have a large part of our trade, and it is 
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understandable that we would tie our money to some 
currency like that. If we look at the Slovene import- 
export balance, our partners are Austria, Germany, and 
Italy; the determination is based on that. No matter how 
interesting and exciting, and probably also provocative it 
is to think about all sorts of far-reaching ties to Austria, 
it seems to me to be the least controversial on that point. 


[Zajc] Are you just as definitely inclined toward Austria 
as Assembly President Bucar? 


{[Rupel] I would not like to interpret the Assembly 
president and what he really thinks, and consequently I 
cannot say whether I agree with him or not. He 1s 
responsible for his own statements, but my views are as 
follows. Slovenia is not separating itself from Yugoslavia 
in order to unite with someone else. The fundamental 
project is the independence of Slovenia. If that means 
intensive economic relations and agreements with other 
states, | think that Austria is certainly also on the list of 
States with which we will have privileged or close rela- 
tions, along with Croatia, and, I hope, Italy as well. Only, 
you know, that is a short-term and purely pragmatic 
orientation. As far as the future is concerned, we can 
hope that physical borders will become unimportant in 
this part of the world as well. 


Croatia 


[Zajc] It seemed for a long time that Slovenia would 
maintain the closest, direct ties with Croatia. Now, when 
Tudjman is independently negotiating with Milosevic, 
that alliance appears to be broken. Is it true? 


[Kucan] Tudjman also talks with me independently a 
great deal, but that does not bother Slovenes at all. | 
urged him to try to clear up the principal tension 
between them and their republics before the presidents’ 
meeting, and we even looked at a map to see where the 
most appropriate place to meet would be. And so it is 
normal, just as it is normal that he met with [zetbegovic, 
Gligorov... That is politics, of course. 


[Zajc] Consequently, you were not angry, as the newspa- 
pers said? 


{Kucan] On the contrary, I was very satisfied, because | 
had sponsored that meeting. That was first written in 
BORBA, and then Veso Stojanov very lucidly copied it 
in DELO. I was glad that I met with Tudjman even 
before he agreed on that meeting. Any talk is a success; if 
nothing else, it 1s clear why people have the positions 
they do. In my opinion, less was achieved in Split than 
was possible, but it nevertheless turned out that their 
before that meeting was useful, because it cleared up all 
sorts of tension that would certainly have been shown 
much more sharply in those talks. It 1s a great illusion to 
think that we and Croatia have completely identical 
interests. We have identical interests with respect to our 
position in Yugoslavia and the future of Yugoslavia, but 
there are many conflicting interests in the economic 
area. 
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{Zajc} What will Slovenia’s relations with Croatia be 
like? 


{[Kucan] If we and the Croats are left by ourselves, a great 
deal will be settled through bilateral agreements, and it 
will not be necessary to form special intergovernmental 
entities or special groups. If there is also some other 
republic, for instance, Bosnia-Hercegovina, then of 
course we can still consider establishing a community of 
two or three Yugoslav states, which would no longer be 
based on ideological or political foundations, but rather 
on a common market. 


[Zajc] Can it be assumed that Croatia will in some sense 
remain an ally of Slovenia? 


{[Rupel] I hope so. There is also a possibility that we will 
continue to negotiate in such a way that Croatia and 
Slovenia are On one side, and non-Croatia and non- 
Slovenia are on the other side, and then we will share at 
least economic matters with the Croats. That is possible, 
but in any case, Slovenia would also have to have some 
sort of agreement with non-Slovenia after it became an 
independent state; that agreement could be close to a 
confederate agreement, it could be some more compre- 
hensive economic agreement, or it could be an agree- 
ment on a customs union or something similar. In any 
case, I think that we will still maintain some sort of 
association with the new Yugoslavia, and that we will 
perhaps even find it easier to agree on our future 
relations; that, however, does not change my previous 
assertions that we have to reach an agreement on sepa- 
ration. I hope it won't; I hope that we will be able to agree 
on modern good-neighborly relations, like those of the 
Benelux nations, or something similar. 


The World 


{{Zajc] UN membership would probably be easiest if 
Slovenia inherited it from Yugoslavia? 


[Kucan] That is why what your colleagues at DELO 
frequently call “‘sordid haggling’ is so important. It 
would be irresponsible to renounce all possibilities for an 
agreement with the other republics and the federal 
authorities. That agreement is a condition for member- 
ship in the UN and for international recognition in 
general, for joining European institutions, membership 
in the World Bank, the International Monetary Fund, 
and the European Bank. Those are things that we live by, 
and that is why the people who cannot stand to hear the 
word Yugoslavia are not exactly appropriate for deciding 
on our fate. Our fate depends to a great extent on how we 
separate from Yugoslavia. 


[Zajc] Is there any state on whose support you are 
particularly counting? 


[Rupel] Many states are favorably inclined toward us, 
although we have not put a knife to anyone’s throat and 
said, ““Recognize us,’ because we have not carried out all 
the procedures to qualify us to obtain international 
recognition. First of all we have to take control of our 
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own territory; we still have 20,000 Yugoslav soldiers cn 
our territory. Well, that can be settled, since the Ger- 
mans settled :t with the Russians and set a deadline for 
them; we will also set a deadline for the Yugoslav Army. 
You are asking me if I have any indications that 
someone would recognize us immediately. I hope that 
the neighboring states will recognize us. As long as we 
carry out al! the procedures correctly and the separation 
is by agreement, I think that all countries will recognize 
us. 


[Zajc] What will happen if Slovenia does not “inherit” 
UN membership? 


{Rupel] That is the key point, and it is the weak point of 
an agreement with non-Slovenia or with a new Yugo- 
slavia, if it comes into being. Only if Yugoslavia as a 
whole fell apart and its seat in the UN were empty, 
everyone could compete for that seat; but if Yugoslavia 
remains and Slovenia is a new state, we will have to 
arrange all those things all over again. Not being UN 
members is not so terrible, though; even the Palestinians 
have some representatives in the UN. The bad thing is 
that a number of financial institutions presuppose mem- 
bership in the UN. For that reason there has to be an 
agreement that we will take over Yugoslavia’s legacy, for 
instance, that we are a successor state, an inheriting 
State. 


Passports 


[Kucan] If we arrange it through an agreement, the 
problem, of course, is the time until which a Yugoslav 
passport can be used by agreement, and the time when it 
will be replaced by a Slovene passport that is recognized 
abroad. If we do that by unilateral action, not just 
without the agreement but even contrary to and with 
opposition from the Yugoslav republics and Yugoslavi- 
a...Certain customs apply in the world that we cannot 
change, and that have been built by the international 
community precisely in order to ensure subsistence, 
security, and protection against many surprises that can 
happen in life. 


[Zajc] If we will not have Yugoslav passports and Slo- 
venia is not internationally recognized, we will not 
travel? Or is some third option possible? 


[Kucan] Then we will not travel for some time, of course. 


{[Rupel] That is a minor problem: we have passports 
prepared, and now we only have to agree with neigh- 
boring countries that they will recognize them. If abso- 
lutely necessary, Yugoslav passports would also do, but it 
is a psychological difficulty if Slovenes who are no longer 
part of Yugoslavia are still traveling with Yugoslav 
passports. It could be agreed temporarily, however, that 
we would still settle some international affairs jointly 
with non-Slovenia. Another possibility is that our repre- 
sentations in the world, which are currently very few in 
number, almost nonexistent, will be authorized by 
Slovene opstinas to extend passports. It is true that we 
are relatively worse prepared for the external activity of 
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an independent state than for controlling our own terri- 
tory, i.e., on the level of defense and the police. You have 
seen the Slovene budget, and you know that the funds for 
foreign affairs are very modest. 


Money 


{[Kucan}] An independent state needs an autonomous 
monetary system, an integral part of it is a monetary 
institution, i.e., a national bank, and it needs money. 
Whether it is its own money or joint money that a certain 
state can use under specific agreements, and thus assume 
certain obligations, is a matter for concrete decisions. 
The simplest thing is to have one’s own money, but 
money, however, means nothing if it does not have any 
monetary basis and is not tied to a monetary unit that is 
recognized in the world as a measure and repository of 
value, not to mention exchange and other functions. The 
Slovene proposal is based on one of the currencies that 
count for something in the world, i.e., it has a certain 
value. I think that it is the schilling, although from the 
standpoint of the prospects that are appearing in Europe 
it would be reasonable to base it on the ECU [European 
Currency Unit], and to think about our position in the 
monetary union that is emerging in Europe. 


{[Rupel] The bankers are prepared. If I have been cor- 
rectly informed, they do not have a name, and only the 
numbers and some pictorial designs, which are very 
aesthetic, have been printed on the money. They are 
essentially bonds. I assume that this money will Ve tied 
to some currency, because an anchor is necessary. If it 
were tied to the schilling, that would probably not be 
good for psychological reasons; I mean that if it were 
known that it was equally valuable or was even called 
that, it would be bad. But it is clear that it has to be tied 
to some Western currency. 


Economic Security 


{Kucan] I cannot make predictions as to whether it will 
be better or worse then, but we will not be able to blame 
it on anyone else. If we have made our bed, we will lie in 
it. That is what we wanted. All of Slovenia's potential, 
intellectual and otherwise, can now be activated in a 
different way. That is certainly a great advantage; I do 
not think that what has been done now by the federal 
State will not be done by a republic one. Whether it is on 
the same scale or a smaller one will depend on what sort 
of state we will be, what kind of apparatus we will have.... 
These are lessons from the political ABC’s, however, and 
I think that Slovenes should already know them. 


[Zajc] Does the high cost of an agreement with Yugo- 
slavia also mean a major reduction in our economic 
security? 


[Rupel] Certain calculations have been made. The eco- 
nomic situation would deteriorate in the short term, and 
improve in the long term. That is a known fact. I think 
that Slovenes are prepared for the shock. The ratios 
among incomes and among social strata will remain 
approximately the same as they are. We will all have 
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lower wages, retirees will have lower pensions, there will 
be less money for health care, and there will be less 
money for all those things, depending on what our social 
product is like. Although—and this is a great plus—if the 
political situation were cleared up, I think that we could 
count on foreign investors’ beginning to behave much 
differently than today, when they are constantly talking 
about the excessive risk. 


Minorities 

[Kucan] The democracy of a state is shown through its 
attitude toward minorities—ethnic, political, ideolog- 
ical, etc. In this regard we Slovenes can look at each other 
and show each other how democratic we really are or are 
not. A majority that is not prepared to recognize some- 
what more rights for a minority than for itself precisely 
in order to ensure democracy, i.e., bipolarism or multi- 
polarism in society, does not have any particular pros- 
pects. Sooner or later there will be uniformity. 


[Zajc] Then no parties would be banned in the new state? 


{[Kucan] One would be—one that is oriented toward 
genocide and that has in its program the oppression of 
minorities, those and others. 


[Zajc] Which party will be the most powerful? 


{[Kucan] The one that knows how to listen to social 
pressures. 


[Zajc] What should have priority in an independent 
Slovenia—the rights of the Slovene people, or the rights 
of minorities? 


{Rupel] This will solve the national question, thank God, 
once and for all. The national interest will de a matter of 
foreign affairs, i.e., this will resolve the internal political 
issue, thank God. 


[Zajc] Would any party be banned in the new Slovene 
State? 


{[Rupel}] Why? 
[Zajc] For example, the Movement for Yugoslavia? 


{Rupel]} I think that there are very few people in Slovenia 
who would be in favor of our rejoining Yugoslavia. Look 
at the results of the plebiscite. In every state, however, 
you have some movement, I hope not a terrorist one, for 
this or that cause. As far as the non-Slovenes or Yugo- 
slavs in Slovenia are concerned, | think that at the time 
when the parties that we have no longer have such a 
national, state-building emphasis, they will participate in 
them in view of their political programs; in my opinion, 
there would not be any national question. It is a different 
question whether non-Germans in Germany have the 
possibility of political association? They can associate 
culturally and socially as non-Germans, but as for their 
having a political party of non-Germans, I do not know 
whether it exists anywhere. In short, I think that we 
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would have to find a European solution. If it exists, | 
would not oppose it, but I think that there will not be any 
need for it. 


{Zajc} In your opinion, which party will be the most 
powerful? 


[Rupel] The SDZ [Slovene Democratic Alliance], of 


course. 


Rift Among kosovo Serbs Reported Growing 


91BA0S70.1 Belgrade BORBA in Serbo-Croatian 
18 Apr Yl p ll 


[Article by Milos Antic: “Division of Serbs and Mon- 
tenegrins Into ‘Natives’ and ‘Newcomers’ Increasingly 
Pronounced in Kosovo: Divide, Alienate, and Rule’”— 
first paragraph is BORBA introduction} 


[Text] The top leadership of “Bozur’ found people to 
blame for the divisions only in the “native camp,” which 
elicited stormy reactions. The “natives” contend that the 
“Bozur storm troopers” are to blame for all Kosmet 
{Kosovo and Metohya] divisions, and they demand from 
the leadership of the SPS [Socialist Party of Serbia] that 


their responsibility be established, as well as that of 


many functionaries from the “newcomer camp.” 


It appeared at one point, especially after the bitter 
experience of Kosovo Polje, that passions would subside 
and that the division of Kosovo into so-called natives 
and newcomers would cease to exist. However, it was all 
illusory. 


The “war” escalated recently when the top leadership of 
“Bozur’ reaffirmed itself and decided to name the 


exponents of the Kosmet division, accusing them of 


vassalage, of high treason, or rather of attempting and 
intending to overthrow the legitimately elected authori- 
ties in Serbia, as well as charging that their goal is to 
surrender Kosovo and Metohya to Ibrahim Rugova and 
Ramiz Alia. Named in this serious charges were 
Tomislav Sekulic, Momcilo Trajkovic, Zoran Gruyic, 
Ziatibor Djordjevic, Ratko Maksimovic, Predrag Lazic. 
and Velimir Andjelkovic. 


“Bozur’s” Accusation 


However, the Serbian people in Kosmet immediately 
recognized the deception, because the leaders of Bozur 
found people to blame for the existing division into 
so-called natives and newcomers only on the one side, 
among the so-called natives, since all the people named 
are from that camp. Very quickly, it began to leak out 
that Bozur’s list of offenders was drawn up by a few 
individuals, that the majority of the members of its 
executive committee were unaware of it, the very mem- 
bers in whose names the announcement was signed by 
vice chairman Damnjan Radosavljevic, in addition, the 
list was foisted onto Bozur, or rather on the person who 
signed it, from a higher place, and so on 


JPRS-EER-91-065 
14 May 1991 


Of course, the question that immediately arises is why 
Bozur, or rather its leaders, got involved in such a dirty 
business. The conclusion 1s that this type of counterat- 
tack by Bozur was intended to save its own skin, because 
the Serbian people in Kosmet responded to several of its 
actions with a boycott, especially those actions con- 
nected with going to Belgrade on 9 March to defend the 
television bastille. Voices were being raised more and 
more saying that Bozur is no longer what it used to be, 
but that instead it carnes out the will of one party, and 
that its leaders are becoming the main divisive factors 
among the people. Stull, when Bozur’s roll call on the 
seven aforementioned people came after a closed session 
of the Provincial Committee of the SPS for Kosmet—at 
which Bozur was attacked by many people, but also 
defended by influential individuals from the SPS lead- 
ership—many concluded that in this business as well, the 
Bozur leadership was simply the willing executor of 
someone else’s will. 


Whoever was behind that which the Bozur leadership 
announced, although that is not an insignificant matter, 
must have known that labeling the aforementioned 
seven people in this way would elicit a storm of reaction 
among the Serbian people in Kosmet, especially in the 
so-called native portion. And that is exactly what hap- 
pened. All across Kosmet, citizen meetings and gather- 
ings are being held in many towns. Some of them are 
exceptionally heated and distorted. At some of them, 
new skirmishes have developed, but what characterizes 
all of them is that they unanimously reject all the 
inappropriate, malicious, and fabricated charges leveled 
by Bozur against the seven people. Concerning Sekullic, 
Trajkovic, Grujic, Lazic, Maksimovic, Andjelkovic, and 
Djordjevic, it 1s said “that they are being attacked in a 
calculated campaign in order that they may lose face and 
be eliminated from the political scene as originators of 
the Serbian movement resisting the separatist and seces- 
sionist dismemberment of Serbia and Yugoslavia.” It 1s 
added that Bozur storm troopers are doing this under 
orders from those to whom they are an appendage, and 
that their goal is the slogan, “Divide, alienate, and rule.” 


Imposed Apple of Dissension 


At the numerous meetings, aside from pointing out the 
absurdity of the charge leveled against the aforemen- 
uuoned seven men—some of whom, as the broad public 1s 
aware, are known among Albanians as the most odious 
Serbs, while now they are being accused by Serbs of 
working for the Albanians—it 1s emphasized that 
Bozur’s storm troopers—Bogdan Kecman, Damnyjan 
Radosavijevic, Ljubomir Vukadinovic, Vlasta 
Milatovic, Novica Markovic, and Novica Filipovic—are 
responsible for all Kosmet divisions, and the leadership 
of the SPS 1s called on to establish their responsibility 
beyond doubt, because all of them are members of that 
party 


Thus, the circle 1s seemingly a closed one. One half of it 
comprises identified and slandered functionanes of the 
“natives,” and the other half comprises newly identified 








JPRS-EER-91-06§5 
14 May 1991 


tunctionarnes of the “newcomers,” while the center, it 1s 
more than obvious, 1s occupied by power-loving individ- 
uals trom the leadership of “Bozur.” It 1s clear that there 
are people implicated in all this on both sides who have 
no connections with the matter whatsoever, as well as 
those who have very much contributed to all of 11. 
Another thing that 1s clear 1s that there are no powers and 
forces in Kosmet that are able to reconcile and bring 
together these different halves, because everyone has 
gone too far in their own views. 


Thus, just as it was necessary to do a couple of months 
ago when it was perhaps easier, nOW too It 1s Necessary to 
eliminate these divisions from above, divisions that have 
escalated to absurd proportions. It 1s more than neces- 
sary that someone from the republican level, perhaps 
best of all some parliamentary group, or on the basis of 
true information received on the spot, say who in all this 
is clouding the waters and who should be thanked for all 
their past contributions, and from whom the burden of 
charges and labels should be removed. Because action 
from below, from the people, 1s ineffective, because then 
as well the apple of dissension 1s umposed, and thus far 
all that has happened is that everyone defends the people 
from one’s own camp and sees the culprit exclusively in 
the other camp. Such intervention 1s urgent, because 
everything that 1s happening in this area is only aggra- 
vating the situation among the people, where the confla- 
gration 1s being shrewdly spread 


Activities of SK-PJ ‘Phenomenon’ Explained 


{1 0405210991 Belerade POLITIKA in Serbo-Croatian 
lYApr Yipa 


[Report by Stana Ristic: “A Party That Must Be Taken 
Into Consideration” | 


jExcerpts} The public, especially the politicians who 
consider ‘hemselves to be modern, considers the League 
of Communists-Movement for Yugoslavia [SK-PJ] a 
marginal phenomenon in political life. As it 1s suppos- 
edly ideologically outdated, 1 did not take part in the 
elections for the republican parliament, and favors the 
Yugoslav option, which does not score many political 
points under the current conditions. Nevertheless, the 
information presented to us by Stevan Murkovic, 
member of the Yugoslav Committee of the SK- 
PJ—according to which this party has 251,000 registered 
members, has “covered” 309 communes out of the 540 
communes that currently exist in Yugoslavia, and has 38 
district commuittees—imphies that the party in question 
is a factor that must be seriously taken into consider- 
ation. [passage omitted] 


If the political and ideological heritage of the League of 
Communists of Yugoslavia [LCY] 1s controversial, to say 
the least, this cannot be said for its material heritage 


‘According to the final accounts for 1990, we received 
|S millon dinars from the ‘Ivanovic Committee.’ We 
also received |3 million dinars from the membership 
fees. We also own 12 floors in the building of the 
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previous LCY Central Commiutiece. We oply use two, and 
have rented out the other ten. We anticipate carning 
from this rent 2.5 million German marks in one year's 
tume, as business premises are expensive. We have also 
inherited 25 cars. We are using three and leasing the rest 
We were also given 253 apartments that we will offer for 
sale. Only two of them are controversial—Dusan PDra- 
gosavac lives in the first one, and Slobodan Filipovic in 
the second,’ Stevan Mirkovic said 


When we put all this together it 1s evident that the SK-PJ 
has an annual “budget” that even some West European 
parties would not be ashamed of That the party is 
adapting itse!f very quickly to modern marketing and the 
“accumulation of money” in the new conditions, ts 
proved by the fact that u has established its own 
“Komet”™ company for marketing, publishing, and com 
merce. [passage omitted] 


When asked what else the party 1s presently doing 
besides “expanding its organization,” Mirkovic 
explained: “Republican conferences should be held in 
May, and in the party's congress in June. Besides being 
busy with organizing these meetings, we must also work 
in the field. Our people were in Croatia trying to prevent 
interethnic clashes. It must be stressed that we have been 
preparing our economic program. We are late here, just 
like all the other parties. We must hurry up with the 
economic program, especially because more and more 
workers are losing their jobs, and social discontent 1s 
growing,” Mirkovic explained 


|Box, p 8] 


A Building Also Inherited 


Among other things the SK-PJ also inherited the 
building of the “Josip Broz Tito” political school in 
Kumrovec which belonged to the League of Commu 
nists. The building has in the meantime been “occupied” 
by the Croatian Ministry of Internal Affairs, although 
the bankruptcy procedure for this building has been 
started at the Zagreb District Court. Regardless of every- 
thing, the SK-PJ hopes that things wil! end wel! and that 
the property (which ts not small at all) will actually 
belong to them. The building would then be leased or 
sold at its market price 


Agreement on Joining Bosanska Krajina 
Communes 


9] BAO0602B Sarajevo OSLOBODJENJ! 
in Serbo-Croatian 24 Apr 91 p 4 


(“Text of “Agreement on Association Into the Commu 
nity of Bosanska Krajina Communes” dated 1991. first 
paragraph is OSLOBODJENJE introduction} 


[Text] Today, OSLOBODJENJE ts publishing the full 
text of the Agreement on Association Into the Commu- 
nity of Bosanska Krajyina Communes, a document that 
up to now has been completely inaccessible to the public 
(and several opposition council members of the SO 
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[expansion not given} Banja Luka contend that they have 
yet to see it). The agreement stipulates that 22 com- 
munes enter into a border community of communes 
(thus far, 16 have done so), and particular attention in 
this material is devoted to provisions in the area of 
national defense (Article 9). We have been told that the 
agreement will be on the agenda of the SO Banja Luka on 
29 April of this year. 


Agreement on the Association of Bosanska Krajina 
Communes as a Community 


Article 1 


In order to efficiently and effectively realize common 
interests and needs of the citizens and coordinate socio- 
economic development, the communes of Banja Luka, 
Bosansko Grahovo, Bosanska Dubica, Bosanska 
Gradiska, Bosanska Krupa, Bosanski Petrovac, Glamoc, 
Kljuc, Kotor Varos, Laktasi, Mrkonjic Grad, Prnjavor, 
Sanski Most, Skender Vakuf, Srbac, Titov Drvar, Celi- 
nac, Sipovo, Teslic, and Kupres associate into a Com- 
munity of Bosanska Krajina Communes (henceforth: 
Community of Communes). 


Article 2 


The seat of the Community of Communes 1s in Banja 
Luka 


Article 3 


The Community of Communes exists in the capacity of 
a legal person. 


Article 4 
The Community of Communes has a Statute. 


The Statute of the Community of Communes estab- 
lishes: the functions of the Community of Communes 
and the manner in which they are performed; the recip- 
rocal relations between the Community of Communes 
and the communes; cooperation with republican agen- 
cies and agencies and organizations in the territory of the 
Community of Communes; the organization and work of 
the Professional Service of the Community of Com- 
munes; the means of financing the Community of Com- 
munes; and other questions of significance in realizing 
the rights and duties of the Community of Communes. 


The Statute of the Community of Communes is enacted 
with the pnor consent of the assemblies of the associated 
communes 


Article § 


The Community of Communes may be joined by other 
communes with the consent of the parties to this agree- 
ment. 


The procedure and manner for the association of other 
communes into the Community of Communes shall be 
prescribed by the Statute of the Community of Com- 
munes. 
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Article 6 


Any associated commune may leave the Community of 
Communes. 


The procedure and manner for leaving the Community 
of Communes shall be specified in the Statute of the 
Community of Communes. 


Article 7 


The Community of Communes exercises the nghts and 
performs the duties established in this agreement and in 
the Statute of the Community of Communes. 


Article 8 


In the performance of its function, the Community of 
Communes: 


¢ Realizes lasting cooperation between associated com- 
munes on the foundations of common purpose and 
solidarity, harmonizes development planning in the 
associated communes, harmonizes regional planning 
in the associated communes, confers on joint con- 
cerns in defense of the human environment and in the 
development of municipal activities 

¢ Harmonizes policy in the areas of taxation, employ- 
ment, roads and transportation, the electric power 
industry, national defense, civil defense, social self- 
defense, and other areas according to need 

¢ Harmonizes the realization of the sociopolitical 
system. 


Associated communes may entrust the Community of Com- 
munes with the performance of other work and duties in 
keeping with the Statute of the Community of Communes. 


Article 9 


In the area of national defense and social self-defense, 
the Community of Communes: 


¢ Provides for and organizes a unified system of 
national defense and social self-defense in the tern- 
tory of the Community of Communes in keeping with 
the organization, preparations, and plans of the 
SRBiH [Socialist Republic of Bosnia-Hercegovina] 
and the JNA [Yugoslav People’s Army]. 

* Organizes national resistance in the territory of the 
Community of Communes and directs it during the 
State of war or in the event of a direct threat of war. 

¢ Establishes a unified basic organization for territorial 
defense, for civil defense, for a Surveillance and Intelli- 
gence Service, and for direction and cryptodefense com- 
munications in the Community of Communes. 

¢ Provides direction and command over the territorial 
defense of the Community of Communes in peace 
and in war in keeping with the established system of 
direction and command in the armed forces. 

¢ Establishes special interest organizations for defense 
preparations in the Community of Communes. 

¢ Organizes, orients, and harmonizes defense prepara- 
tions and plans by special interest organizations and 











JPRS-EER-91-065 
14 May 1991 


communities for the Community of Communes, 
establishes tasks and exercises supervision over the 
performance of these tasks. 

¢ Provides for material and other conditions for the 
realization of preparations and the development of 
national defense, as well as the manner of providing 
for material reserves in the event of war. 

¢ Exercises coordination over mobilization preparations 
in the territory of the Community of Communes. 

¢ Provides a unified system for training citizens, mem- 
bers of the territorial defense, civil defense officers, 
specialized units, the civil defense of communes and 
enterprises, Communications units, and the surveil- 
lance and intelligence service for national defense and 
social self defense. 

¢ Establishes a plan for organizing and qualifying tern- 
torial defense in the territory of the Community of 
Communes, in keeping with the established founda- 
tions of the SRBiH plan. 

¢ Organizes and provides for the direction of special- 
ized units for the civil defense of the Community of 
Communes in the territory of the Community of 
Communes. 

¢ Establishes a plan for deploying the territorial defense 
units in keeping with the plan of the broad sociopo- 
litical community. 

¢ Establishes the foundations for organizing and imple- 
menting defense and rescue measures prescribed by 
law. 

¢ Provides for the development, furnishing, utilization, 
and maintenance of public shelters. 

¢ Establishes communal plans for defending the com- 
munes from natural disasters and activities to imple- 
ment them. 


Article 10 


The Community of Communes has an Assembly to 
perform the functions described in Articles 8 and 9. 


The Assembly of the Community of Communes com- 
prises council! members from the assemblies associated 
in the Community of Communes. 


The Assembly of the Community of Communes consists 
of seven council members from each associated com- 
mune. 


The mandate of council members on the Assembly of the 
Community of Communes lasts as long as the mandate 
of council members on the assemblies of the associated 
communes. 


The resolutions and positions of the Assembly of the 
Community of Communes are binding on the associated 
communes when adopted by the assemblies of the asso- 
ciated communes. 


Article 11 


The resources for the work of the Assembly of the 
Community of Communes are provided for in the 
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budget of the associated communes, proportional to the 
budget resources in the previous year. 


The financing of other needs is arranged by agreement, 
proportional to the volume of work entrusted by indi- 
vidual associated communes. 


Article 12 


The resources for realization of the tasks of the Commu- 
nity of Communes are established and fixed in a finan- 
cial plan in the manner stipulated by the Statute of the 
Community of Communes. 


A final account is formulated on the implementation of 
the financial plan of the Community of Communes, 
which is adopted by the Assembly of the Community of 
Communes in the manner stipulated in the Statute of the 
Community of Communes. 


Article 13 


The election of council members in the Assembly of the 
Community of Communes and its inauguration shall be 
conducted prior to [blank] 1991. 


The Community of Communes shall begin its work on 
{blank} 1991. 
Article 14 


Proposals concerning changes in this agreement may be 
submitted by the assembly of each commune that is 
party to the agreement. 


Changes in the agreement are effected according to the 
procedure for its adoption. 
Article 15 


This agreement is deemed conclusive once it 1s signed by 
authorized representatives on the basis of decisions by 
the assemblies of the associated communes. 


Article 16 


This agreement shall be published in the official gazettes 
of the associated communes 


Parties to the Agreement 
Number: [blank] 1991 
Banja Luka, [blank] 1991 


Leader of Vojvodina Hungarians Interviewed 


9/BAOS70B Belgrade BORBA in Serbo-Croatian 
19 Apr 91 pill 


[Interview with Andras Agoston, chairman of Demo- 
cratic Community of Voyvodina Hungarians, by Zuzana 
Serences; place and date not given: “Andras Agoston, 
Leader of Vojvodina Hungarians, Denies Statement by 
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Slobodan Milosevic Before Presidents of Serbian Opsti- 
nas: I Did Not Praise Serbia’’—first paragraph is 
BORBA introduction] 


[Text] Never and nowhere have I spoken of the situation 
of Hungarians in the Republic of Serbia with “the 
highest praise.”’ The program of the Serbian government, 
which offers a new model for relations between the state 
and national minonities, threatens the collective interests 
of Vojvodina Hungarians. Our key demand ts minority 
self-rule on the personal principle. 


Recently, over a short period of time, the public has been 
exposed to two completely contrary assessments of the 
situation of Hungarians in Serbia, and both of them have 
been linked to the same head of the Democratic Com- 
munity of Vojvodina Hungarians [DZVM]. For those 
who are even vaguely familiar with previous remarks by 
the head of the DZVM, there was almost a bombastic 
ring to what they were able to read in the latest issue of 
NIN, where in the transcript of the notes taken at the 
closed meeting of the Presidency of the Republic of 
Serbia with the presidents of Serbian opstinas held on 16 
March of this year, Slobodan Milosevic declared, among 
other things: “... | would say to you that our talks last 
night, which were attended by all the leaders of parlia- 
mentary groups, were also attended by Andras Agoston. 
who at the time spoke of Serbia and the situation of 
Hungarians in Serbia with the highest praise, joining in 
our demands that we preserve the integrity of our 
republic.” 


Only three days after this was made public, the council of 
the DZVM addressed the public concerning the Serbian 
government's proposed program with an unmistakably 
outspoken stance: “The DZVM feels a historic respon- 
sibility and need to lodge an energetic and sharp protest 
with the Serbian Assembly due to the manifestation of a 
state threat to the fundamental collective interests of 
Vojvodina Hungarians as an indigenous national 
minority in Vojvodina.” 


These two completely contrary assessments were the 
reason that BORBA turned to Andras Agoston, the 
chairman of the Democratic Community tn the Serbian 
National Assembly. 


Serbia Is a Multinational State 


[Serences] Did you speak of the situation of Hungarians 
in Serbia “with the highest praise”? 


{Agoston] I can only say that never and nowhere have | 
spoken of the situation of Hungarians in the Republic of 
Serbia with “the highest praise.” If I thought that way, | 
would not have supported the formation of the Demo- 
cratic Community of Vojvodina Hungarians as a polit- 
ical organization fighting for the realization of the col- 
lective interests of this national minority. It is another 
matter that this organization has committed itself to 
fighting for its goals through democratic means, bearing 
in mind the principle, taken in the European sense, of 
loyalty to the state in which this national minority lives 
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[Serences] So what did you say to President Milosevic? 


[Agoston] I think that it would be good for the broadest 
public to know the full truth about this statement by Mr 
Milosevic, and in this regard I propose that the steno- 
graphic notes be made public, both from the meeting in 
question between President Milosevic and a group of 
officials from the Assembly and the government, and 
from the closed session of the Assembly which | too 
attended 


I believe that this is the only way in which readers can 
reach their own conclusions about who said what and 
what it meant. 


{Serences] OK, do you feel that the collective interests of 
Hungarians are threatened in Serbia, or aren't they” 


[Agoston] I feel that the part of the government's pro- 
gram that relates to the republic’s territorial structure, 
that relates to the function of so-called social activities, 
offers a new model for relations between the state and 
national minorities, and | feel that on the whole this 
model actually does threaten the collective interests of 
among others, Vojvodina Hungarians as a national 
minority 


[Serences] Can you substantiate that position? 


{[Agoston] The problem is that the program does not 
recognize one basic fact of life, and that is that Serbia is 
a multinational state. This is reflected in parts of the 
program that address regional development, where the 
need for more rapid development of even the more 
developed parts of the republic is simply ignored. The 
problem is that the program (which for practical pur- 
poses elaborates on that which 1s also stipulated in the 
Constitution) reduces the collective mghts and needs of 
the national minority as a collective down to the domain 
of civil nights and, of course, to a declarative recognition 
of national mghts without any further elaboration. That 
which 1s elaborated on has no direct connection whatso- 
ever with the collective mghts of national minorities, and 
if one considers the potential results of such an elabora- 
tion in the program, one must come to the conclusion 
that an acceleration of the process of assimilation 1s now 
becoming the state’s program. 


[Serences] Can you clanfy this assessment? 


[Agoston] The best proof of this is perhaps provided by 
the administrative division of the territory of Vojvodina 
into four districts. I say four, because this new division 
means that the Hungarian national minority in Vojvo- 
dina 1s split up into four parts (Backa, the Banat, Syrmia., 
and the part that is included in the Belgrade district) 
The fact is that the program does not envisage the 
functioning of administration on the basis of a decen- 
tralization of administrative functions, which means 
that the principle of administrative functions being 
essentially performed in one’s own ministry 1s realized 
through the direct appointment of district leaders: 
rather, only commissioners and responsible, appointed 
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bureaucrats are at work in the field. All of this indicates 
a plan that in real life will result in a situation where 
these districts are directly linked to Belgrade, without 
any possibility of cooperation, without any possibility of 
coordinating these functions in the territory of the 
former Province of Vojvodina. I say “former” because 
even the prime minister has stated that the province will 
have a representative function. In practical terms, all of 
this means the dismemberment of the indigenous 
national minority, which simply makes it impossible to 
realize the collective interests of both Vojvodina Hun- 
garians and other national minorities. And as far as the 
parts of the program that relate to social activities is 
concerned, especially education, culture, and the infor- 
mation media, the program reflects the practice of not 
tolerating national specificity, partially because of objec- 
tive circumstances (primarily that there is no money), 
but also partially because of the very nature of the system 
of practical politics in these regions. 


[Serences] Are we now arriving inevitably at the prin- 
ciple of minority self-rule on the personal principle, 
which you consistently emphasize as a solution and 
because of which the DZVM recently put forth a pro- 
posal that a law to that effect be enacted? 


[Agoston] We must propose and strive for something 
that will ensure the expression, as well as the realization, 
of the collective interests of our national minority. 
Under the circumstances of this type of constitutional 
framework, we feel that this ideal of minority self-rule on 
the personal principle would be the one that offers a 
solution, in such a way that it can satisfy both sides, 
speaking conditionally. Specifically, we feel that allowing 
a minority council to make decisions and control 
resources guaranteed by the state for the specific, collec- 
tive needs of national minorities as well as in the areas of 
education, culture, and the information media would 
result in a situation where these functions are realized in 
harmony with the basic interests of Vojvodina Hungar- 
ians, while on the other hand the realization of these 
interests is not in conflict with the body of sovereign 
rights enjoyed by the Serbian state. 


Law on Minority Self-Rule 


[Serences] Do you feel that it will not be possible to 
develop true democracy and a market economy without 
political decisions with regard to the collective nights of 
national minorities? 


[Agoston] Yes, and it is precisely because of this that we 
propose open talks concerning this subject, on the basis 
of reasonable arguments, scientific facts, and the facts of 
life. We feel that the best forum for talks such as these 
would be a joint working group of the Serbian govern- 
ment and the DZVM. In this way, we would probably be 
able to examine both the real collective needs of Vojvo- 
dina Hungarians and the institutional, public-law 
options offered by current constitutional-law and admin- 
istrative-law theory. New solutions can be found only on 
the basis of new approaches and a wiilingness to resolve 
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real problems democratically. It is certain that beginning 
talks on this subject would not only provide proof of the 
willingness of the Serbian state to genuinely address the 
problems of its citizens who at the same time belong to a 
national minority; it would also provide proof of the 
willingness of the Serbian ruling leadership to apply 
democratic methods to society in general. 


[Serences] Do you feel that this law on minority self- 
rule—assuming that it is enacted—should relate only to 
one national minority, to some of them, or to all of them 
within the republic? 


{[Agoston] The question is in what order and at what 
speed this minority self-rule could be created. It is 
obvious that this need is present among the Vojvodina 
Hungarians. I believe that given an open approach by the 
government, it would be possible to create a model for 
realizing the collective mghts of indigenous national 
minorities, which could perhaps also be applied on a 
wider scale. But our proposal actually re'ates only to 
national minorities in Vojvodina. 


{Serences] You were recently subjected to a certain 
amount of sharp criticism among our public because of 
your statements in Strasbourg concerning the threat to 
Hungarians in Vojvodina, weren't you? 


{Agoston]} I think that the collective interests of Hungar- 
ians are an issue that not only must be espoused in the 
Assembly and elsewhere in Yugoslavia, but must also be 
brought up or the international scene. Secondly, we 
turned to inte. national organizations after a series of 
failures that we endured while proposing certain solu- 
tions that we felt are of vital importance to the entire 
Fungarian national minority in Vojvodina. Thus, we do 
not feel that by appearing on the international stage we 
committed any act of disloyalty towards the Serbian 
state. We are doing all of this because we think that the 
collective interests of Hungarians from 196! are directly 
threatened. 


{[Serences] What is the basis for this assessment? 


[Agoston] The basis is the fact that between 1961 and 
1971, the number of Hungarians in Vojvodina fell by 5 
percent, and between 1971 and 1981 that decline was as 
much as 10 percent. | do not know what the real causes 
of this phenomenon are, because there has never been 
any scientific study of this topic, but I assume that the 
system and model that has caused this is indirectly 
threatening the collective interests of this nationality. 


[Serences] Do you think that this one figure is enough to 
make that kind of assessment? 


[Agoston] We do not have any other relevant figures 
The last demographic study conducted in Vojvodina 
dates back to 1971. 


[Serences] You are resented for talking about a threat, 
while at the same time Hungarians here have never had 
sO Many Opportunities in terms of schooling, cultural 
life, information media... 
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{Agoston] It’s easy to say something, but much harder to 
substantiate it. For us, allegations that everything is fine 
are unsubstantiated. Conversely, we have data from 
which we can reach a somewhat opposite conclusion. We 
think that the fact that 40 percent of all Hungarian 
schoolchildren are not learning in their native language, 
while the remaining 60 percent are learning between one 
and seven subjects in the Serbo-Croatian language, 
proves that allegations about the comprehensive rights of 
this national minority are unrealistic or are not based on 
the true facts of life. But a genuine assessment such as 
this can be provided only by scientific study, which 
unfortunately has yet to be initiated. 


{Serences] You direct your demands at the Assembly, or 
rather the Serbian government, but you announce the 
solution on the international stage? 


[Agoston] Unfortunately, we have had a bad experience 
in only a short period of time, because our proposals are 
not accepted and are passed over in silence. But we are 
optimists, because we feel that the new Europe of peoples 
and regions cannot be developed without resolving the 
problem of the collective rights of national minorities. 
We believe in the force of arguments, in the force of 
sound political reason, we believe that the Serbian lead- 
ership will come to have the statesman-like wisdom 
necessary to solve these problems. All the more so since 
in One perspective everyone will profit from these solu- 
tions that we propose. But reality, which is also a 
characteristic of every good policy, forces us to consider 
several other options as well. 


[Serences}] The DZVM congress is scheduled to be held 
soon, on 21 April. What can be expected from it? 


[Agoston] We are preparing the text of a memorandum 
to the republic’s organs of power. This text 1s actually 
supposed to be an analysis, or rather our view of the 
situation of Vojvodina Hungarians, with proposals and 
demands that are once again emphasized with regard to 
the organs of power. The key demand here is minority 
self-rule on the personal principle. 


Sandzak Muslims Fear ‘Chetnik-Inspired’ Plans 


LDO0505183191 Belgrade TANJUG Domestic Service 
in Serbo-Croatian 1405 GMT 5 May 91 


[Text] Novi Pazar, 5 May (TANJUG)}—The arming of 
Serbs in Croatia, Bosnia-Hercegovina, Sandzak, and 
Kosovo has produced a great deal of concern among the 
Muslim nation and fear that Chetnik-inspired plans for 
exterminating the non-Serbian population in the above 
areas are about to be implemented, the Party of Demo- 
cratic Action [Stranka Demokratske Akcije-SDA] for 
Sandzak says in a statement today. 


If the action to anncx parts of Croatia and Bosnia- 
Hercegovina to Serbia continues, the SDA [Party of 
Democratic Action] for Sandzak will set up a national 
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council and proclaim autonomy for Sandzak to protect 
the interests of the Muslim nation, the SDA says in 
conclusion. 


Division in Muslim Religious Community 
91BA0479A Belgrade NIN in Serbo-Croatian 22 Mar 91 
p 37 


[Interview with Belgrade Mufti Hamdija Jusufspahic by 
Slobodan Reljic; place and date not given: “Split in 
Muslim Religious Community: Conciliation Is Not 
Expected”’] 


[Text] Stormy proceedings everywhere. It is that way, 
evidently, even in the Muslim religious community in 
Yugoslavia. As we already wrote in our last issue, the 
Belgrade mufti Hamdija Jusufspahic is declaring “divi- 
sion. 


Now then, before his statements, here are some basic 
facts. The area from Subotica to Raska is, according to 
the present organizational structure of the Muslim reli- 
gious community, a muftijstvo [“muftidom”]. To wit, 
the Yugoslavian Muslim community is divided into five 
regions: a headquarters in Sarajevo for Bosnia and 
Hercegovina, a headquarters in Pristina for Serbia, a 
headquarters in Skoplje for Macedonia, a headquarters 
in Titograd for Montenegro, and a headquarters in 
Zagreb for Croatia plus Slovenia. The lesser region, 
therefore, is a muftijstvo. It is headed by a mufti. 


The best known leader of that rank in our country is the 
Belgrade mufti: because he is in the capital, because of 
his ties to the outside world, and because there are 
300,000 believers under his leadership. Further, the role 
of Mr. Jusufspahic himself, a learned, charming, and 
communicative Bosnian from Bugojno, has been very 
important. He was educated at al-Azhar in Cairo, then 
came to our capital as the first schooled Muslim theolo- 
gian in postwar Yugoslavia, and he has always had a 
good reputation in the Rabita, the international Muslim 
organization, but he welcomed with unconcealed sym- 
pathy at the time the founding of the Party of Yugoslavs 
in the Belgrade hotel ‘‘Jugoslavija."" He is a rather 
frequent guest of the Belgrade media. He always presents 
Islam as peaceloving and a religion disposed to close 
coexistence. Many remember his appearances on televi- 
sion. Prayer beads in hand, constantly quoting the 
Koran: He recites the quote first in Arabic and then he 
translates it with a smile. 


For a rather long time now in the Muslim religious 
community itself Jusufspahic has been respected and 
influential. However, in the last two to three years much 
has changed in society, so that also in the [Muslim] 
community “moderates” unexpectedly went to another 
plan. 


[Reljic] Was it because of your disagreement with the 
leadership of the Muslim community in Sarajevo that 
your candidacy for reis-ul-ulema in Pristina was 
thwarted? 
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[Jusufspahic] It started even before that. First, the 
mesihat (senior rank) in Pristina did not forward my 
candidacy for the Ruling Assembly of the community. 
There is no Memory in our community before that time 
of such usurpation! That same mesihat also challenged 
my candidacy for reis-ul-ulema. And at that time person- 
ally presiding as V.D. [acting] reis-ul-ulema was Jakub 
Selimoski, a man who was also working all the time to 
secure that position for himself. 


[Reljic] It has been said of you that in Belgrade, in fact, 
you have not done anything since you came here as of 
1967. 


[Jusufspahic] That is absurd. When I came 24 years ago, 
in this area there was not a single imam, not one dzemat 
(organized smallish group of Muslim believers), nor any 
money in the cashbox. Now in this area we have “awak- 
ened” 300,000 believers. We have four councils (regional 
centers): Belgrade, Novi Sad, Nis, and Mali Zvornik. We 
will probably have councils soon in Zrenjanin and Sabac. 


{Reljic] How is it that Zagreb, which has fewer believers, 
is more important in the Community than Belgrade 
according to the new organization? 


[Jusufspahic] There are three basic things here. First, in 
Croatia after the war the authorities were somewhat 
kinder toward religious communities. Thus it was there, 
after 40 years, that it was even possible for that monu- 
mental mosque to be built. Secondly, in Serbia the 
relationship vis-a-vis the faith was different. Along with 
that, obviously, there was no better relationship vis-a-vis 
the Serbian Orthodox Church either. And thirdly, 
Zagreb before long became linked to the Muslim Reli- 
gious Community in Sarajevo, which is the most pow- 
erful one in Yugoslavia, and we were linked the whole 
time to Pristina. The difference is evident. Both spiritual 
and financial. 


[Reljic] When did you begin to understand that it would 
come to a “split’’? 


[Jusufspahic] We in Serbia were expecting that the new 
constitution would give us more rights. And I myself was 
on the commission that prepared it. However, that 
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“Zagreb bloc’’ barred the way. They laughed at all our 
proposals. Our observations were not accepted at all. 


[Relic] You assert that the organization of the commu- 
nity in Yugoslavia is not at all similar to those in Muslim 
countries? 


[Jusufspahic] Obviously. Nowhere in the world is there a 
reis-ul-ulema. The leading individual, religion-wise is the 
mufti of the capital city. The grand mufti. He is the 
spiritual leader. Lay lawyers formulated our constitu- 
tion. Our organization is more like Western parties. 
Nowhere in our constitution is there a single ajet (verse) 
from the Koran. 


[Reljic] Nevertheless you were to be criticized for being 
fundamentalist? 


{Jusufspahic] They cannot say anything more to me that 
I have not already heard. 


[Reljic] Do the councils in your muftistvo agree with 
your solution? 


[Jusufspahic] Yes. I have already had that agreement for 
two years. | was authorized to try to reach agreement on 
everything, and afterwards it did not work out. 


{Reljic] What will the Supreme senior rank say to that? 
(Jusufspahic] Ask them. 


[Reljic] What if they declare you illegitimate and set up 
parallel organs with their people? 


[Jusufspahic] Then we in Sarajevo would also be able to 
set up our own parallel organs. What I say is: Whatever 
they are able to do, they are free to do. 


{Reljic] Legally, who is the owner of facilities? Could that 
become disputable? 


[Jusufspahic] No. The owners are the local councils of 
the Community. 

[Reljic] Stull, how could the “split” be gotten over? 
[Jusufspahic] Only when the causes for the disagreement 
are annulled. In concrete terms: approving a new consti- 


tution, establishing equal status for our area compared 
with others, and new selection of a reis-ul-ulema. 
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CZECHOSLOVAKIA 


Ministers on Export of Planes to Nigeria 


AU0505151091 Prague LIDOVE NOVINY in Czech 
27 Apr 91 pl 


[Report by “‘jif’: ““Albatrosses in Exchange for Crude 
Oil’) 


[Text] We asked two Federal Government ministers, 
who just returned from an official visit to Nigeria, just 
one simple question: “How satisfied are you with the 
results of the negotiations?” 


National Defense Minister Lubos Dobrovsky: Very sat- 
isfied. We have returned with the news that . $100- 
million contract was closed regarding the export of L-39 
planes with the understanding that as early as the end of 
May, or the beginning of June, the first trial oil delivery 
will take place, and we made contacts that can be 
developed. 


Foreign Trade Minister [Jozef Baksay]: Personally, | am 
very satisfied because we negotiated a contract that will 
bring our economy $100 million and we made other 
contacts that could bring additional millions. In May 
and June, we will test in our petrochemical industry the 
first delivery of millions of barrels of Nigerian crude oil. 
There are other possibilities: To take part in the devel- 
opment of the petrochemical industry in Nigeria or 
process Nigerian oil in our enterprises. Moreover, since 
the fundamental condition for barter trade in Nigeria is 
a long-term contract—which suits us—we have laid a 
certain foundation for trade. 


We are following the already declared principle that the 
first task of the state representation is to prepare the way 
for specific work by experts, but there was also a large 
group of entrepreneurs. There even was one private 
entrepreneur in the delegation. 


Army Reduces Aircraft, Vehicle Use 20 Percent 


AU0S05080991 Bratislava NARODNA OBRODA 
in Slovak 29 Apr 91 p 2 


[Unattnibuted report in the “News” column: “The Army 
Must Save"’] 


[Text] According to Federal Defense Ministry 
spokesman Colonel Petr Tax, the Army used to consume 
an average of 180,000 tonnes of fuel annually prior to 
1989. In view of last year’s substantial rise in the 
wholesale price of fuels, the financial resources allotted 
to the Czechoslovak Army for fuel purchases will cover 
only 71 percent of this year’s [originally projected] 
consumption. The Ministry of Defense therefore decided 
to cover a part of this year’s consumption (20 percent) 
from reserves and to reduce the operation of air and 
ground equipment by another 20 percent 
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Slovak Soldiers Set Up New Organization 
AU0505210291 Bratislava SMENA in Slovak 29 Apr 91 
p2 


(CTK report: “Under the Legion’s Banner’’] 


[Text] The constituent assembly of the General Milan 
Rastislav Stefanik League was held in Bratislava on 
Saturday. According to its representatives, the League is 
a nonpolitical, voluntary association of career soldiers 
that operates in Slovakia within the framework of the 
Czechoslovak Army. The assembly appointed the 
Legion’s Main Staff, which will be headquartered in 
Bratislava, appointed chiefs of individual regions in 
which the Legion operates, and charged them with 
completing the structure of this association in terms of 
personnel. 


The assembly adopted a policy statement, in which the 
M.R. Stefanik Legion demands, among other things: 


—Sentencing commanders who are responsible for the 
moral and professional decline of the Czechoslovak 
Army; 


—Calling to account persons involved in acts of repres- 
sion against the population in November 1989; 


—Taking action against mafias composed of members of 
the former counterintelligence, the State Security 
Corps, and political officers who joined the Army after 
January 1990; 


—And naming military units and facilities in Slovakia 
after major personalities and events of Slovak history. 


POLAND 


Proposed Changes in Defense Ministry Noted 


YIEP0456A Warsaw POLSKA ZBROJNA in Polish 
26-28 Apr 91 pp 1, 3 


[Interview with Dr. Janusz Onyszkiewicz, deputy min- 
ister of national defense, on the work of the Interdepart- 
mental Commission for Reform of National Defense 
Organization by Lieutenant Colonel Andrzej 
Medykowski; place and date not given: “A New Shape of 
the Ministry of National Defense”’} 


[Text] [Medykowski] The country 1s changing, and so ts 
the Army but...sort of slower, somehow. Views voiced in 
this matter are mixed. Some maintain that changes 
should be more rapid, and find that conservative forces 
and mechanisms are at work which, as they say, are 
characteristic of this institution. Others try to under- 
stand the complex nature of the problem and the need 
for thinking seriously before beginning any reforms. We 
have quite recent experience in this sphere.... 


[Onyszkiewicz] We have changed the political and socio- 
economic system within a mere dozen or so months. The 
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state administration has been reformed, and many cen- 
tral departments and offices have changed their organi- 
zational formats and names; some of them lost their 
reason for being, and were simply dissolved. 


During this time, Europe has also changed, especially the 
part of it where we are located; the nature and intensity 
of the threat to our state is also different. We are not 
apprehensive about war, but nonetheless we are making 
efforts to ensure that a threat of war does not exist at all. 
However, this is not to say that there 1s no need anymore 
to maintain an effective army, one adapted, of course, to 
the expected defense needs and not exceeding the poten- 
tial of our economy. At present, this potential is quite 
modest, hence the need to optimize the leading struc- 
tures of the Armed Forces and adapt the Armed Forces 
to accomplish defense tasks. We are beginning with a 
reform of the scope of national defense—the headquar- 
ters offices of the Ministry of National Defense and their 
links to the structures of the state and the economy. To 
this end, the Interdepartmental Commission for Reform 
of the National Defense Organization has been set up by 
an order of the prime minister. | chair the proceedings of 
Team | which has developed a concept of a new organi- 
zational format and operation of the Ministry of 
Defense. 


{[Medykowski] What were general prerequisites for the 
reform? 


[Onyszkiewicz] As we embarked on developing the con- 
cept, we analyzed the systems of leadership of the Armed 
Forces and organizations of the defense departments of 
other states. A comparison of the systems of operation, 
organization, materiel issuance, training methods, and 
combat capabilities of our Armed Forces and those of 
the modern armies of European states indicated that 
quite substantial changes are necessary with a view to 
bringing us closer to worldwide arrangements in the 
sphere of defense and security of the state. 


[Medykowski] It follows from information released to 
date that changes are going to be quite substantial, and 
many military men are convinced that civilians will take 
undisputed control of the Army. 


[Onyszkiewicz] I make no secret of the fact that we are 
headed in the direction of transforming the Ministry of 
National Defense into a civilian organ of state adminis- 
tration. At the same time, we strive to separate civilian 
structures from military structures. To this end, we 
propose to create separate elements: the civilian-military 
element and the military element. We would also like to 
design the system for the operation of the ministry in 
such a manner that the organizational ‘ructures of the 
Armed Forces on a peacetime footing ould be as close 


as possible to wartime structures. This would make it 
possible to separate command from support in the 
Armed Forces and leading them politically. Therefore, 
the premise of depoliticizing the Armed Forces would be 
fully implemented. 
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In this instance, | would like to stress the issue of 
cooperation with the parliament and the future National 
Security Council (currently the Committee for the 
Defense of the Country) which the civilian-military 
element would carry out in the new format of the 
ministry. 


The Ministry of National Defense in the new format 
would amount to a set of headquarters offices linked 
organizationally and functionally. This would be an 
efficient executive apparatus of the minister which 
would be capable of accomplishing tasks that follow 
from the functions performed by the minister, primarily: 


¢ Shaping the defense policy of the state (in cooperation 
with other departments) and executing the resolutions 
of the supreme organs of state power. 

¢ Political and administrative leadership of the depart- 
ment, development of the Armed Forces, their edu- 
cation, training, and preparation for the defense of 
our state, as well as the management of personnel 
reserves to this end. 

¢ Resolving basic issues involving interdepartmental 
and international cooperation, and general supervi- 
sion of the implementation of defense tasks in the 
nonmilitary system of state defense. 


The tasks of the Ministry of [National] Defense in an 
expanded form may be found in the Law on Compre- 
hensive Defense Duty. I would only like to note that 
work on a new draft law is at an advanced stage which 
should reflect changes and additions in line with the 
current situation of the country and the Armed Forces. 


The transformation of the Ministry of National Defense 
into a civilian organ of state administration and the 
separation of the civilian-military and military elements 
mean that a clear-cut division of jurisdictions, and 
consequently, responsibilities will be made. The Army 
will be relieved of administrative matters which will be, 
in principle, handled by the civilian-military element, 
and will be able to concentrate on combat readiness. | 
believe that it will be good for the Army. 


[Medykowski] At first glance, the organizational format 
of the ministry does not appear to be too complicated. 


[Onyszkiewicz] It 1s shown on a chart. Actually, the 
ministry is an extremely complex organism which per- 
forms many functions. Its format should ensure the 
performance of these functions. It would be much easier 
to design the ministry from scratch if it were not for the 
need to operate an important area of our life, defense, 
including an organism as enormous as the Polish Armed 
Forces. Therefore, we proceeded from the assumption 
that the ministry in its new shape, especially its leading 
organs, should be created, and should take over their 
functions with unusual efficiency, without disruptions 
and unnecessary nervousness. 


I believe that the best way out would be to create panels 
of sorts, or cells which would be capable of performing 
one or several functions. It would be possible to 
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somehow organize these panels or segments on the 
move, in the course of the regular operation of various 
spheres of life in the Armed Forces. They would take 
over the functions performed today by certain subdivi- 
sions which are usually very extensive and employ a 
large number of people in uniforms. 


Our analysis to date indicates that there is an opportu- 
nity to considerably reduce the employment of profes- 
sional soldiers in the headquarters offices in favor of the 
military element. In this manner, the number of military 
positions constituting administrative jobs would be 
reduced, and the rate of professionaiization of units 
would increase. Therefore, civilians would engage in 
administrative operations, whereas officers, warrant 
officers, and professional noncommissioned officers 
would find themselves in their elements, among soldiers, 
at firing ranges and testing grounds, close to combat 
materiel, and at command positions. 


{Medykowski] Given that the reduction of staff posi- 
tions, and therefore, money, is to be the effect of reor- 
ganization, what numbers are these likely to be? 


[Onyszkiewicz] About 3,000 career servicemen, mostly 
senior officers, are employed in the headquarters offices. 
We estimate that after the changes are made this number 
will drop to about |,500 or 2,000, or almost by one-half. 
This does not mean an instant reduction because we 
proceed from the assumption that professionals should 
hold certain jobs. This is wnat experienced officers are at 
present. It would be difficult to do without their knowl- 
edge and familiarity with the defense issues of our state. 
Alternative solutions are a matter of the future. 


{Medykowski] Chart No. | [as published] indicates that 
certain organizationa! units which make it possible to 
provide leadership and exercise control would report 
directly to the minister of national defense. Which 
institutions would these be? 


[Onyszkiewicz]} It is envisaged that, in addition to the 
cabinet of the minister with a team of experts, these 
would be military intelligence and counterintelligence 
institutions engaging in control operations and in charge 
of personnel and finance issues. 


The supervision and control would apply primarily to 
economic operations in the Ministry of National 
Defense. This institution would also engage in devel- 
oping general evaluations of the combat readiness of the 
Armed Forces for the needs of the minister. 


An institution in charge of personnel issues would 
develop guidelines and prepare programs of personnel 
measures, and would handle the issues of promotions in 
the highest positions and military ranks, employment 
and promotion of civilian personnel holding manage- 
ment positions in the civilian-military element, and 
would also organize the process of professiona! improve- 
ment of the civilian employees of the ministry. 
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Financial issues, including the drafting and implemen- 
tation of a budget policy, and especially financial man- 
agement, salaries, and wages, would also fall within the 
jurisdiction of a cell reporting directly to the minister. In 
addition, it would be obligated to develop a budget 
estimate of the proceeds and expenditures of the Min- 
istry of National Defense, coordinate financial plans, 
monitor the implementation of the budgets of the Min- 
istry of National Defense, and coordinate draft regula- 
tions on financial management, accounting, and pro- 
posals concerning remunerations. 


{[Medykowski] The announcement concerning the cre- 
ation of a civilian-military element which, as many 
officers see it, is treated as a civilian superstructure over 
the Army for the takeover of many responsibilities of the 
military by the civilians, caused the greatest interest. To 
what degree are these notions in line with the intentions 
of the reformers? 


{Onyszkiewicz] The military element will be headed by a 
military person reporting directly to the minister of 
national defense, most likely the chief of staff—general 
inspector of the Armed Forces. General Staff services, 
including logistics, training, operation planning, and so 
on, will report to him, as well as the commanders of 
military districts and armed services. 


The civilian military element would perform many func- 
tions of support for the Army, and would relieve the 
military of many very labor-intensive operations. It is 
expected to create three positions for civilian deputy 
ministers. 


{Medykowsk:] However, these scant data require a com- 
mentary. 


{Onyszkiewicz] The deputy minister of national defense 
for social relations and education would be responsible 
for setting forth the premises for educational and cul- 
tural policy, and developing a concept and submitting to 
the minister proposals concerning the goals and priori- 
ties for such activities in the Armed Forces. 


He would organize ccoperation with the military chap- 
lains’ service and participate in drafting the avenues and 
tasks for educational work in individual communities 
and personnel groups. 


His important tasks would include directing the work of 
commanders on maintaining morale and discipline, 
patriotic and defense education and conditioning, as 
well as the development of humanization and democra- 
tization of military life. He would be responsible for the 
sphere of culture and education in the Armed Forces, as 
well as for cooperation in this field with other ministries, 
creative-arts communities, and cultural centers. His 
jurisdiction would include broadly interpreted social and 
housing issues of concern to the servicemen and Army 
employees—the organization of rest, recreation, housing 
conditions, wage issues and so on. 
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A separate group of problems would consist of coopera- 
tion with public organizations, especially paramilitary, 
veterans, and youth organizations in the field of the 
patriotic education of society and the educational influ- 
ence on soldiers, as well as the development of a concept 
for, and cooperation in, the organization of the anniver- 
saries of important historical events associated with the 
history of Polish arms. 


This deputy minister would participate in developing a 
system of officer education and in supervising the field 
of humanities. He would be responsible for research, 
studies, and analyses regarding morale and social rela- 
tions, as well as the conduct of informational activities. 
Cooperation and an exchange of experiences in the field 
of educational work with other armies would also fall 
within the scope of his responsibilities. 


{[Medykowski] We would be interested in information 
concerning the jurisdiction of the deputy minister for 
defense policy and planaing because it appears that this 
position is absolutely new in our state. 


jOnyszkiewicz; The extent of his tasks would be unusu- 
ally broaa, and the most significant of them would 
involve developing a concept of the defense policy of our 
State, Outlining and revising a long-range concept of the 
development of the Armed Forces (of course, in cooper- 
ation with the Polish Armed Forces General Staff) on the 
basis of analyzing external threats. Within this scope, the 
deputy minister would cooperate with parliament, the 
services, and foreign trade, as well as national economy 
[ministries]. 


Analyzing the development trends of weapons and mil- 
itary materiel and the potentials of the armament 
industry (especially of our neighbors), a_political- 
economic analysis of directions in purchasing weapons 
and licenses, and offering conclusions on the direction 
and extent of international cooperation in scientific 
research and production of armaments would be an 
extremely interesting field. 


Yet another group of problems would include the foreign 
affairs of the ministry, that is, cooperation with other 
armies, attache positions, the analysis of armament 
processes in the world, especially in adjacent states, and 
issues Of participation in actions sponsored by the 
United Nations. It would be helpful to create a data bank 
on the armed services of our country and those of foreign 
States, as well as on their military potential. 


Finally, there is the entire set of problems associated 
with the peacetime and wartime replenishment of 
troops, management of the personnel reserve of the 
Armed Forces and transportation vehicles and equip- 
ment, as well as supervision over the recruitment of 
candidates for professional military education and the 
military service. 
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{Medykowski] The third deputy minister would handle 
the broadly interpreted issues of armaments and infra- 
structure. It appears that in this manner the Ministry of 
National Defense would take over many responsibilities 
of other ministries. 


[Onyszkiewicz] This deputy minister will take over the 
issues of delivery, repair, and upgrading of weaponry, 
military materiel, means of combat, and material means 
for the Armed Forces in their entirety. He will have 
jurisdiction over issues associated with military con- 
struction, i.e., special and housing construction, as well 
as the preparation of transportation infrastructure for 
defense needs, and the issues associated with the arma- 
ment industry. The WAT [Military Technical Academy] 
and WAM [Military Medical Academy] military acade- 
mies will also report to him as far as the training of 
specialists and the use of their research and development 
facilities for the needs of the Army are concerned. 


[Medykowski] Finally, my last question: Does the con- 
cept of transforming the Ministry of National Defense 
into a civilian organ of state administration mean that 
the minister and deputy ministers will be civilians? What 
plans are there to staff other positions? 


[Onyszkiewicz] The minister and the deputy ministers 
will operate as civilians. This means that servicemen not 
on active duty may also hold these positions. However, 
we should think that, at least as far as the minister is 
concerned, he will be a civilian politician. As far as the 
employees of the civilian-military element are con- 
cerned, actually an overwhelming majority will be 
staffed by servicemen, but an overwhelming majority of 
their positions will be, in principle, civilian positions. 


{Medykowski] Thank you for the conversation. 


YUGOSLAVIA 


Croatian Defense Minister Spegelj Interviewed 


91BAOS9I1A Belgrade NIN in Serbo-Croatian 19 Apr 91 
pls 


[Interview with Croatian Defense Minister Martin 
Spegel) by Vesna Knezevic; place and date not given: 
“Martin Spegel) Emerges From Underground: Recre- 
ating the General: ‘Politics Is Full of Examples of Sacri- 
ficed Individuals, but | Don’t Think That Will Happen 
to Me...’”’] 


[Text] Three years ago, retired Gen. Martin Spegel), as a 
“partisan,” signed a decision specifying that the proceed- 
ings against Jansa and others before the Military Court 
in Ljubljana be conducted in the Serbian language— 
which at the time outraged Slovenes—while today, as a 
“home guardsman,” he is being tried before the Military 
Court in Zagreb concerning the import of weapons for 
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use by the Croatian police. Previously, he was com- 
mander of the Fifth Army District, and today he is 
minister of defense in the government of the Republic of 
Croatia. 


[Knezevic] What kind of role did you play in arming the 
republic’s police force? 


[Spegelj] Strictly that of an expert. And I would prefer to 
use the term “zanavljanje [rebuilder] of weapons.” The 
purchase itself was conducted by commercial organiza- 
tions that in the past as well have traded in weapons on 
the international market, but also for the benefit of 
Yugoslavia. 


[Knezevic] Given the fact that the top leadership of the 
republican government is issuing statements saying that 
the proceedings before the Military Court in Zagreb 
constitute a staged political trial, do you think that you 
could be sacrificed in the event of a political settlement 
between Croatia and the military leadership? 


[Spegelj| Politics is full of examples of sacrificed individ- 
uals, but I don’t think that will happen to me. Everything 
that I did was based on steadfast decisions by the 
government and president of the republic. I do expect an 
agreement to be reached between the two parties, but it 
will concern the role of the JNA [Yugoslav People’s 
Army], because the Army can no longer behave like a 
seventh republic. Such an agreement would help me 
personally. 


{[Knezevic] Do you think that the Military Court could 
press on with trying the three military figures but declare 
itself incompetent to try the five civilians? 


{Spegelj] | don’t know what is being planned with this 
trial, | guess I don’t know what is being planned right 
now. It is uniform in its indictment—both for the 
civilians and for the two young officers who play a 
marginal role even in local contexts. The Army is trying 
to stage a political trial that would “reverberate” among 
the public. This is an old scheme, by old people who do 
not understand how much the situation has changed. | 
believe that this will lead to a compromising of the 
military court system and its executive authorities. This 
is the only judiciary in the world over which no control 
is exercised by legislative and elected bodies; rather, that 
control is held by the Political Directorate of the FSND 
[Federal Secretariat for National Defense]. 


[Knezevic] You were a top-ranking military officer for 
some time. Were you disturbed at the time by the strong 
ideological bent of that institution? 


[Spegelj] Of course it disturbed me, it disturbed 
everyone. There were partisan topics that became bur- 
densome and tiring, and they were universally useless. 
They talked about goals, but they were so imaginary that 
I couldn't have seen them even with the best of inten- 
tions. 


{[Knezevic] Why didn’t you rebel? 
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[Spegelj] I had neither the desire nor the will to do that. 
To a certain extent I did clash with some people in the 
military leadership about such questions, in hopes of 
creating a feeling of patriotism among the soldiers so that 
we could talk to them about their native country, the 
homeland, the beauty of the country, but our ideologists 
preached the “Marxist foundations of the political 
system of the SFRY.” 


{[Knezevic] Were all the trials before the military courts 
of the Fifth Army District fair during the period when 
you personally were its commander? 


[Spegelj] It was objectively impossible for the military 
court system to conduct fair trials. I'm not saying that 
there weren't any fair ones—for crime, for theft, for 
manipulations with the housing funds—but in other 
cases farcical trials were not only possible, but also more 
common. Commanders could intervene, but most often 
they did not; everything proceeded according to a well- 
established mechanism that it was dangerous to tamper 
with. It was known that things would be arranged polit- 
ically by the security organs in the JNA anyway. 
Nowhere else in the judiciary was the security service as 
intensively involved as it was in the military court 
system. 


{[Knezevic] In addition, you had neither the will nor the 
desire to get personally involved? 


[Spegelj] You might say that. But often trials had begun 
and ended without the commanders of the district even 
knowing about them. 


[Knezevic}] How is that even possible? 


{Spegel)] Simple. The court is not obligated to inform the 
commander that it 1s in session. The public is not 
present, and civilian attorneys are prohibited. It ail 
transpires in silence. 


{[Knezevic] You maintain that the Croatian authorities 
had no operative plan for opposing the JNA. And vice 
versa? 


[Spegelj] There was and is absolutely no Croatian plan to 
attack the JNA, nor would it be objectively possible for 
such a plan to exist. But the JNA had a plan, it was the 
essence of the “Plan for the State of Emergency,” as it 
was called, the purpose of which was to defend the 
socialist self-management social order, and to destroy 
anyone else who differs with it. In this context, Minister 
of Police Boljkovac and I received orders to draw up a 
defensive plan against a potential attack, and it consisted 
of the concept of volunteer, unarmed national defense 
units, of sending millions of unarmed people out in front 
of the tanks. Croatia will have this type of defense system 
until it has its own army. 


[Knezevic] Do you think that some officers will refuse to 
obey your orders? 
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{Spegely} I will only say that not only is the Army 
incapable of solving Yugoslavia’s sociopoliuical prob- 
lems, it is also incapable of solving them by force. The 
young people will refuse to die on the streets for goals 
that are not even clear to their superiors. 


{[Knezevic] Part of the police force is under the command 
of the Ministry of Defense. Is the guard the core of a 
future republican army? 


{Spegelj] The national guard remains part of the police, 
but will be part of us because it will perform the more 
important tasks of the police. We are talking here about 
specially earmarked forces from both the regular and the 
reserve ranks of the police. | would rather not say right 
now how many of them there are, but we are talking 
about an impressive number, which in principle will not 
be secret. They will remain under the command of the 
Ministry of Defense until we have reached an agreement 
at the Yugoslav level on the creation of republic armies. 
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The national guard is simply a transitional force between 
the past and future situation. 


[Knezevic] Will part of the police forces for defense of 
the constitutional order (formerly state security) also 
come under the command of the Ministry of Defense? 


[Spegel)] No. But when we develop a republican army 
and establish a military staff, we will also organize an 
intelligence service of which a small part, a very small 
part will be devoted to counterintelligence, or we will 
decide that this counterintelligence part will continue to 
be under the authority of the Ministry of Police 


[Knezevic] According to a rule of the military profession, 
“a general never retires.’’ Do you still consider yourself a 
soldier? 


[Spegelj] Certainly. I am one of the oldest soldiers in 
Europe, with 45 years of military experience, and never 
in my life have I done anything else. 
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CZECHOSLOVAKIA HUNGARY 
Agriculture Minister on Increased Private Sector 
LD2504170391 Budapest Domestic Service 
Italy To Grant $130 Million Loan in Hungarian 1100 GMT 25 Apr 91 


LD0605 171491 Prague CTK in English 1446 GMT 
6 May 91 


[Text] Bratislava May 6 (CTK)—Italy will grant Czech- 
oslovakia a $1 30-million loan, it was agreed here today 
between Slovak Premier Jan Carnogursky and an Italian 
parliamentary and business delegation, led by represen- 
tative of the Promoest Company Antonio Parisi. 


One-third of the loan will go to Slovakia and the interest 
will be paid by the Italian Government, press secretary 
of the S:iovak Christian Democratic Movement Rudolf 
Prochazka told journalists. 


The Italian Medio Credito Centrale Bank also offers 
Slovakia a $300-million loan under similar conditions, 
Prochazka said. 


The Italian delegation offered cooperation ranging from 
direct assistance to joint ventures in all spheres of 
production, including food and wood processing indus- 
tries, as well as in environmental protection. The Slovak 
and Italian representatives agreed today on Slovak 
exports to Italy of consumer goods, textiles and food 
products. 


[Text] According to the Hungarian minister for agricul- 
ture, with the adoption of the compensation law, the 
proportion of private property in the agricultural sector 
is expected to be 85 percent. 


Elemer Gergatz, presenting the agricultural program of 
the government, said that the cooperatives continue to 
have a role in the structure of Hungarian agriculture, but 
in the future they will have to become voluntary associ- 
ations based on private property. 


As he said, the state cannot give up supporting agricul- 
tural producers, though it is certain that they cannot 
provide subsidies as high as the advanced industrial 
countries. He stated that from next year, for example, the 
prices of grain and milk will be guaranteed, and if 
necessary quota limits will be introduced to encourage 
quality production. 


Media Advertising Incomes Reported, Compared 


LD0605111691 Budapest Domestic Service 
in Hungarian 0800 GMT 6 May 91 


[Text] In the first quarter of the year Hungarian press 
had an income of almost 700 million forints from 
advertisements. Of this, 266 million went to dailies. 
Television lost its lead with an income of 247 million 
forints from advertisements. As for Hungarian Radio, it 
received an income of only 41 million forints in the first 
three months of the year. Later these figures may change, 
because the papers have already raised their advertise- 
ment tariffs and television is also preparing for that. 
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